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PREFACE.

IN the following pages I have endeavored to describe
the great struggle which devastated France in the latter
half of the sixteenth century, and culminated in the mem-
orable tragedy of St. Bartholomew’s Day. The nature of
that struggle can not be fairly understood, unless the con-
dition of the Protestanis under Franeis I. and his two im-
mediate successors be taken into consideration. In those
fiery times of trial the Huguenot character was formed,
and the nation gradually separated into two parties, so
fanatically hostile, that the extermination of the weaker
seemed the only possible means of re-establishing the unity
of France. o

The three preliminary chapters necessarily contain many
notices of the cruel persecutions which the Reformers had
to suffer at the hands of the dominant Church; but the
author would be much grieved were it supposed that he
had written those chapters with any desire to rekindle the
dying embers of religious strife, On that portion of his
work he dwells with pain and regret; but such pages of
history contain warnings that it may be well to repeat from
time to time. Tho‘ugh there may be little danger of our
drifting back to the atrocities of the sixteenth century, and
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though we no longer burn men, mob-law and other forms
of terrorism are still employed to stifle free discussion, and
check individual liberty. Ifrom this to the prison, the
rack, and the stake, the step is not so wide as it appears.
Moreover, it is good to revive occasionally the memory of
those who have “served God in the fire,” for the instrue-
tion of their descendants, who have the good fortune to
live in times when they can “honor God in the sunshine.”
Such examples of patienee and firmness under torture, of
self-devotion, of child-like reliance on the spiritual prom-
ises of their Divine Master, of obedience to conscience, and
of faithfulness to duty, are fruitful for all ages. They
serve to show not only that persecution is a mistake, but
that the final victory is not with the successful persecutor.
Man’s real strength consists in prudence and foresight—
qualities which belong but to few ; and if this small intelli-
gent class (and such the early Reformers were, even by the
confession of their enemies) be driven out or exterminated,
the ignorant masses are lost. Spain and Italy have never
recovered from the self-inflicted wounds of the sixteenth
century; and if France has suffered in a less degree, it is
because persecution did not so completely succeed in de-
stroying freedom of thought and liberty of conscience.

The author has tried to write impartially : he has weigh-
ed conflicting evidenee carefully, and has never willingly
allowed prejudices to direct his judgment. That he has
succeeded in holding the balance even, is more than he can
venture to hope; but in such a cause there is consolation
even in failure. If he has not painted the unscrupulous
Catherine de Medicis and the half-insane Charles in such
dark colors as preceding writers, he has carefully abstain-
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ed from whitewashing them. He has shown that they
both possessed many estimable qualities, and has carefully
marlked the steps by which they attained such an eminence
in evil.®

In the earlier pages of this history the followers of the
new creed in France are called indiﬁ'erenﬂy Protestants or
Huguenots. The use of the former word is not strictly
correct; but it is preferable to the awkward term ‘“Re-
formed,” by which the French Dissenters designate them-
selves. DBy their enemies they were usually denominated
Calvinists—a term which I have generally avoided on ac-
count of the erroneous ideas connected with it among ordi-
nary readers. In the present day it is seldom used with-
out a sneer. 'With all the complacency of ignorance, men
write of “grim Calvinists who justify the burning of Ser-
vetus.” Calvinists, grim or otherwise, do not justify perse-
cution; and as regards Servetus, his execution was ap-
proved of by all the Protestant divines of Germany and
Switzerland, and Calvin was perhaps the only man who
tried to save the arch-heretic’s life. Whatever may have.
been the errors of the Reformer of Geneva, he was one of
the greatest men of his day, and as an author he stands in
the first rank of early French prose-writers. Englishmen
who owe so many of their liberties to the influence of his
opinions during the counter-reformation of the seventeenth

*In judging these and other great historical eriminals, we must bear in
mind the age in which they lived. To borrow the language of Mr. Hep-
worth Dixon in lis eloquent vindication of Lord Bacon: *The ery of
pain, the gasp of death, were no such shocks to the gentle heart as they
would be in a softer time. Men had been hardened in the [martyrs’} fire.
Minds were infected by the atrocities of [Huguenot] plots, The ballads

sung in the streets were stecped in blood.” 'In such times of frenzy even
the merciful become cruel.
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century, should be the last people to look unkindly upon .
his failings.

Respecting the Massacre of St. Bartholomew, there are
two theories. Some writers contend that it was the result
of a long premeditated plot, and this view was so ably
maintained by John Allen in the Zdinburgh Review (vol.
xliv. 1826), that nothing farther was left to be said on the
subject. Others are of opinion that it was the accidental
result of & momentary spasm of mingled terror and fanati-
cism caused by the unsuccessful attempt to murder Coligny.
This theory has been supported by Ranke in a review of
Capefigue’s ““ Histoire de la Réforme,” printed in the second
volume of his * Historisch-politische Zeitschrift” (1836),
and in the first volume of his “ Franzgsische Geschichte;”
by Soldan in his “Frankreich und die Bartholomiius-
Nacht;” by Baum in his “ Leben Beza’s;"” and by Coquerel
in the “ Revue Théologique” in 1859. Since they wrote,
many new materials tending to confirm their views have
come to light, some of which are for the first time noticed
in this volume.

Foremost in value among the materials for this portion
of the French history are the extracts from the * Simaneas
Archives,” published by M. Gachard in the “ Correspond-
ance de Philippe II.” = The letters of Catherine de Medicis
(as published by Alberi) throw a new light upon some of
the obseurer parts of the reign of Charles IX.; and though
it would be unwise to trust them implicitly, I can scarcely
imagine a more valuable contribution to French history
than a complete collection of her correspondence. Her
letters arc scattered all over France: a few have been
printed in local histories, but far the greater part of them
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- (including those in the collection of Mr. Murray of Alber-
marle Street) remain almost unknown. Much curious in-
formation has been gleaned from the * Relazioni” of the Ve-
netian embassadors, edited by Alberi, or in the more accessi-
ble volumes of Tommaseo and Baschet. I need not point
out the value of the documents contained in the cor-
respondence of Aubespine, La Mothe - Fénelon, Cardinal
Granvelle, and in the “ Archives de la Maison d’Orange-
Nassau,” published by Groen van Prinsterer. The letters
of the English agents in France, so singularly neglected by
many writers, help to explain several of the incidents of
the Tumult of Amboise and the proposed war in Flanders
in 1572. The omission from Walsingham’s correspond-
ence of all account of the Massacre is much to be lament-
ed. Though I have sought for it in vain, I still entertain
a hope that it may some day be recovered. In the Record
Office there is a curious report by the famous Kirkaldy of
Grange, of which Mr. Froude has already made use in his
last volume. Two other remarkable contemporary letters
—one in Spanish, the other in German — are noticed in
their proper place.

Either personally or through the help of kind friends
the author has searched far and wide among the provincial
records of France. .The sources of the information thus
acquired have been carefully indicated in the notes, and
the result has often becn to discredit the statements of the
older writers, carelessly copied by their successors. Two
remarkable instances connected with Toulouse and Lyons
will be observed in the course of the history. The Médicis
MSS. at Le Puy, the manuscripts in the public library at
Rouen, the letters of Charles IX. at Tours, the Acts Con-
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sulaires of Lyons, the Consular and Parliament Registers
of Toulouse, the Registers of Caen, the Livre du Roi at
Dijon, the Municipal Archives and Baptismal Registers at
Provins, the Comptes Consulaires at Gap, have contributed
to enrich this volume on several important matters. The
public records of Montpelier, Nismes, Grenoble, Clermont-
Terrand, Bayeux, and other places, as well as the unpub-
lished Memoirs of Jacques Gaches, and the MS. of Presi-
dent Latomy, which differs considerably from the printed
text, have also furnished their eontingent of information.
Much curious and interesting matter has been found in
Haag’s “ France' Protestante,” and in the “ Bulletin de la
Société de 'Histoire du Protestantisme Frangois.”

The reader will find very little in this volume about the
internal development of the Reformed Church; for such
information he must look to theologi'cal histories and to
writers who have made theology their study. Laymen
who venture into that field rarely escape the imputation
of ignorance or heterodoxy.

December, 1867.
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THE

MASSACRE OF ST. BARTHOLOMEW.

CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION.
[1500-1547.]

Causes of the Reformation—Lefevre of Etaples—Francis I.—Revival of
Learning—La Renaissanee—Clerical Manners—Early Converts and First
Victims—Jacques Pavannes, Berquin—Margaret of Valois—Calvin and
his Institutes—The King’s Inconstancy—Edict of Fontaincbleau—Two
Heretics Burned—Treaty of Crespy— Vaudois Persecution—The Baron of
Oppede—Massacre at Merindol—Cry of Indignation—Sadolet, Bishop of
Carpentras—Tragedy of Meaux—A Cloud of Witnesses—Stephen Dolet
and Robert Stephens—DMarot—The Last Martyr—Death of Francis I.—
His Funeral Sermon—His Character.

Tax sixteenth century has been rightly called the era of the
Renaissance. Then learning and religion revived; the fine
arts received a fresh development. Then a new spirit
breathed upon the nations, and the people began to feel that
they were intended to be something better than hewers of
wood and drawers of water—mere beasts of burden or trib-
ute-paying machines for the use of their lords. The great
Reform movement had been preparing from afar. Iad Con-
stantinople never fallen, had Eastern learning not been driven
to seck an asylum in the West, the religious revolution might
have been retarded ; it could not have been prevented. In
the hour when Guttenberg printed the first sheet of his Bible
the spiritual despotism of Rome began to totter. It was a
strange period of exeitement, when Vasco de Gama made his
way to India round the Cape of Storms, and when Columbus

returned triumphant from the discovery of a new world. A
A
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spirit of restlessness and seeptieism pervaded all Europe.
Monks in their cloisters, hermits in their cells, barons in their
castles, lawyers in their courts, priests in their rural parson-
ages, all felt it alike. Princes on the throne doubted the in-
fallibility of the Church, or drove the Holy Father from his
capital. There seemed to be nothing sacred against the at-
tacks of the wits and scholars of the day. Rabelais, under
the mask of his cynical buffoonery, made the clergy a laugh-
ing-stock. Erasmus, with a satire as keen as Voltaire’s, as-
sailed the most prominent abuses of the Chureh. Ulrich von
Hutten, in his “Epistles of Obscure Men,” attacked the same
abuses, with less polished weapons but in a more popular
style. But if the iconoclasts of the sixteenth century had
used no other arms than wit and satire, and done no more
than brand the vicious lives and extortionate practices of the
clergy, they would never have reformed the world. The doe-
trines of the Church had degenerated into an empty formal-
ism leaving the heart untouched, the life unchanged. On a
sudden, as if by mutual arrangement, a new race of preachers
sprang up in Europe. Lefevre in France, Zuingle in Switzer-
land, Tyndale in England, and Luther in Germany, all taught
the same doctrine. In each country the Reformation assumed
a peculiar form, though preserving the same general charae-
teristies; and just in the proportion as Protestantism has
yielded to, and in its turn moulded these characteristies, it has
survived and flourished to the present time. If the Reform
was almost crushed out in France, it was because it took too
little account of national character. And yet the French
Reformation was exclusively of native growth. Lefevre and
his diseiple Farel began to preach, some years before Luther,
that great doctrine of justification by faith which was the
foundation-stone of the new Church.

There are men who still deny the necessity of the great re-
ligious revolution of the sixteenth century, and contend that
a slight reform in discipline, such, as a pious pope would have
conceded, was all that the Church required. But if such a re-
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form had been possible, would it have been lasting? We
have seen within these few years how little that singular phe-
nomenon, a liberal pope, can do—how impotent he is when the
clergy are opposed to him. It is very probable that if the
Church had seriously undertaken to reform itself, the great
disruption never would have taken place; for, as Ranke says,
“Even the Protestants severed themselves slowly and reluc-
tantly from the communion of the Church.”* France was
fully prepared for a religious reform. The king had made his
eourt the most learned centre in Europe ; for among the many
noble qualities possessed by Francis I., not the least of them
was the patronage he extended to artists and men of letters.
The great painters Leonardo da Vinei, Andrea del Sarto, and
Rosso were invited from Italy to adorn his palaces with their
magic pencils. Lascaris, a learned Greek, was commissioned
to form the king’s library at Fontainebleau. Under the ad-
vice of the learned Budaus the college of France was estab-
lished for the study of the Greek and Hebrew languages.
This great intellectual movement, especially the study of He-
brew, “ which turned Christians into Jews,”} so terrified that
guardian of orthodoxy, the theological eollege of the Sorbonne,

that
They in their zeal splenetic
Forbade the Greek and Hebrew tongues as heathen and heretic.

So wrote Marot, adding that they proved the truth of the old'
proverb, ¢ Learning has for enemy no ereature but a dunce.”
The Church of France was no worse than many other por-
tions of the Roman fold. So long as the people themselves
were ignorant, the ignorance of the priesthood did not trouble
them ; but immediately their own eyes were opened, they be-
came conscious of the deficiencies of their pastors. And it
would have been well for them had ignoranee been the worst
failing of the clergy: they were vieious also. A contempora-
ry manuseript tells us that “many are so ignorant ‘that they

* Iist. of Popes, i. 120 (Mrs. Austin’s).
t From a sermon quoted by Sismondi, ist. des Frangais.
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can not interpret what is said in the eourse of divine service,
and are unable to read or write; so negligent that they have
left off preaching altogether. . . . They take delight in world-
ly pleasures, and spend the greater part of the day in taverns,
drinking, gambling, and toying with women, and keep a tru-
ande in their houses.” * Ilow the priests abused the simple
confidence of their flocks is evident from the pious frauds they
practiced, particnlarly in the matter of relics. Of one instance
of this tampering with the religious feelings of the people, it
was said, “that ecither the Virgin Mary must have had two
mothers, or her mother must have had two heads.” A feather
from the angel Gabriel’s wing, or a bottle of Egyptian dark-
ness, were silly but harmless deceptions; but there were oth-
ers which to name is impossible.

In the field thus prepared for the truth, the new doctrines
spread rapidly, one great help to their diffusion being the use
of the French language, while the orthodox clergy stuck so
obstinately to their Latin, that Antony de Mouchi, surnamed
Demochares, felt it necessary to apologize for using the ver-
nacular in a work he had written in answer to a Huguenot
pamphlet.} At first the converts were more numerous among
the educated and high-born, than among the low and unlet-
tered multitude. They early received the baptism of fire.
In 1524, while Francis I. was in captivity at Madrid, the Par-
liament of Paris revived an edict of Louis XII. coneerning
blasphemy, and nominated a commission to try Lutherans and

* Mém. de I Acad. Stanislas, Nancy, 1862, p. 369.

tHere are some of the objects once preserved in the cathedral of Cler-
mont :—** Imprimis de umbilico Filii Dei cum quinque unguibus de sinis-
tra manu; prepucinm ipsius cum duabus unguibus de dextra manu, et de
pannis quibus fuit involutus, et undecimam partem sndarii quod fuit ante
oculos cjus cum sanguine ipsius, et de tunica, et de barba, et de capillis, et
de przcincto ejus cum sanguine et tres ungues ejus ex recisione manus
dexter et partem spinm coronw, ct de pane quem ipsc benedixit, et ex
spongia cjus, et ex virgis quibus cmsus fuit, et de capillis Beate Mariz tres
et brachiale ejus, et de vestimento ipsius cum lacte.”—Baluze, ii. p. 89;
Dulaure, Descript. Auvergne, p. 197.

$ Réponse & quelque apologie, cte. 1538, fol. 2.
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other heretics. In the following year, a brief of Clement VII.
ratified this eneroachment on the rights of the Church, ap-
proving of the commissioners or inquisitors appointed, per-
mitting them to enter upon their duties “with apostolical au-
thority,” and ordering them to try their prisoners ¢ without
noise and without form of judgment, as is the eustom in such
cases.” * This bull, besides condemning hereties to be pun-
ished in body and goods, forbade all persons to supply them
with eorn, wine, oil, or other merchandise, under pain of being
treated as accomplices. . That this bull was something more
than an empty threat, is evident from a letter written by
Clement to congratulate the Parliament of Paris on the way
in which they had ecarried it out, adding “ that the new crrors
were as opposed to the State as to the Church.” We need
not stop to show that the kingdom which has always put it-
self forward as the ehampion of Popery, both in the East and
in the West, is that in which the Church and the State have
sufferad more from revolution than any Protestant country.
One of the first vietins in Paris was Jacques Pavannes,
who proeured a temporary respite by recanting. Although
young in years, he afterward showed a firmness and faith that
would have become a veteran warrior of Christ. 'Withdraw-
ing his recantation, he was eondemned to suffer by fire, and
when at the stake he spoke with such unction that a doctor
of the Sorbonne declared “it would have beeh better for the
Chureh to have paid a million of money than have allowed
Pavannes to address the people.” (1525). A more illustri-
ous vietim was Louis de Berquin, seion of a noble family of
Artois: by his scholarship and wit—he was of the Erasmian
school—he had mortally offended the monks and (if the ex-
pression be allowable) the old fogyism of the Sorbonne. The
king and his sister, Margaret of Valois, had saved him two or
three times; but at last he was eaught'in the' toils, and his

* « De plano, sine strepitu et figura judicii, prout in similibus consuevit.”
—TIsambert : Recucil des Lois Fr. t. xii. p. 281.
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trial was hurried on so that Francis should not have the op-
portunity of interfering. (1529). Fourteen vietims of less
note suffered not long after; but ideas are not to be burned
out at the stake or stifled in prisons, and it soon became evi-
dent that the new doetrines were spreading wider and wider
every day. “The smoke of these sacrifices,” says Mezeray,
“had got into people’s heads.”

The followers of the new creed had but one friend at court,
and this was Margaret of Valois, the king’s sister, a pious ten-
der-hearted woman, who had interposed more than once to
rescue the victims of the Sorbonne and of Rome. She was
not a Protestant, and shrank from any rupture with Catholi-
cism. She would have liked to see the o0ld and the new Chureh
united, each yielding something to the other. The age, how-
ever, was not one for compromises. Day by day the lines of
demarkation became more strongly marked, especially after
the publication of Calvin’s “Institutes of the Christian Re-
ligion” (1535), which became at once the text-book and the
charter of the evangelicals in France. Calvin was a thorough-
going reformer. To adopt a familiar distinetion, while Luther
rejected nothing that was not condemned by Seripture, Calvin
accepted nothing that was not directly countenanced by it.
Luther’s system was, probably, the wiser, as it did not break
direetly with the past; but either principle carried to extremes
is faulty. Looking at the subsequent history of Protestant-
ism in France, we can see how (under the Calvinistic form) it
excited an antagonism never felt in Germany; it seemed to
aim at deposing the king as well as the pope. And it is
doubtful whether such a cold undecorated form of religion is
suited to the warm and impulsive temperament of the Celtic
race which forms the lowest stratum of the French popula-
tion.

In France it was long before the Reformation reached the
lower classes—the masses, as it is the fashion to call them;
the rural gentry, the men of education, the well-to-do trades-
men, artists, and “all who from their callings possessed any
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elevation of mind,” were the first converts.* They were nat-
urally opposed by the clergy and the lawyers, for corporate
bodies are always great enemies to change.

Francis L appears to have seen the desirability of a reform
in the Church, not so much from religious as from political
motives. IIe hated the monks, and was thwarted by the Sor-
bonne; he read the Holy Seriptures with his sister Margaret,
and took the extraordinary step of inviting Melanchthon to
France in order to arrange some compromise by whieh Popery
and Protestantism might be united. It was a vain dream,
even if the king were sineere, which is excecedingly doubtful.
Ile might at one time have pleaded that the persecutions were
carried on without his knowledge and even in defiance of
him ; but on 21st January, 1535, he took an active part in the
burning of six unfortunate ¢ Lutherans.” In this case his
pride had been hurt by some rude and indefensible proeced-
ings of the Reformed party;+ but he could be equally un-
feeling and unscrupulous from mere political expedieney. In
the same month of January, 1535, he issued a royal edict com-
manding the instant extirpation of heresy in every form; all
who aided or harbored heretics, or did not inform against
them, were to be punished as prineipals; and informers were
to receive one-fourth part of the confiscation and fines—a sure
mode of procuring vietims. This decree was modified in
June, when Francis was coquetting with the Protestant
princes of Germany; but the pains and penalties were only
remitted to such as abjured their faith and returned to the
bosom of the Church. On 1st June, 1540, appeared the fa-

* Florimond de Rémond: IHistoire de Iz naissance, etc. de Thérésie de ce
siecle, bk. vii. p. 931,

tBeza: Hist. Eccles. liv.i. For this ¢ Affair of the Placards” see Merle
Q’Aubigné : Reform. in time of Calvin, vol. iii. bk. iv. ch. 9 to 12, A pas-
sage like this must have been as offensive as it was unjustifiable : ¢“ Nous ne
voulons croire & vos idoles, d vos licux nouveaux et nouveaux Christs, qui
se laissent manger aux bétes et & vous parcillement, qui étes pires que
bétes, en vos badinages lequels vous faites & T'entour de votre dicu de pate
duquel vous vous jouez eomme un chat d’une souris,” etc.
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mous edict of Fontainebleau, confirming all previons ediets,
and ordering the strietest search to be made for hereties; and,
as if its provisions were not harsh enough, letters patent were
issued at the end of October, 1542, enjoining every parliament
in the kingdom to “execute prompt and rigorous judgment,”
so that the new heresy might be destroyed root and branch.
No time was lost in earrying out these dreadful instructions.
Among the victims of this renewed persecution was one Dela-
voye, who being told that a warrant was out against him, and
that the officers were on their way to seize him, refused to
hide himself as his friends advised. “Hirelings and false
prophets may do so,” he said; “but following the example of
St. Paul, < 1 am ready not to be bound only, but also to die for
the name of the Lord Jesus.”’ Another sufferer, Constantine
by name, was taken to exccution in a scavenger’s cart. In al-
lusion to this he said, “ Truly hath the apostle declared, ¢ We
are as the filth of the earth, and the offscouring of all things.
We stink in the nostrils of the men of this world; but let us
‘Tejoice, for the savor of our death will be acceptable to God
and serviceable to the Church.”

A German residing in'Paris in the summer of 1542 wrote
to a friend an ‘aceount of the execution of two heretics which
he had witnessed. In his letter we learn how sympathy for
the vietims tended to make converts. - One of them was a
smooth-cheeked youth under twenty years of age, the son of a
shoe-maker; the other,a man with a long white beard, stoop-
ing under the burden of fourscore years. The young man
had spoken contemptuously of images, comparing them to the ’
gods of the heathen; the old man had protested against
prayers to the saints, and had declared that all Christians were
priests. . Both were condemned to.suffer at the same stake
for their “ Lutheranism,” as it was called. As the youth re-
fused to retract, he was to have his tongue cut out. No
change could be observed in his face when the hangman ap-
proached him to perform this first act of cruelty. . Ie put
the tongue out as far as he could, the torturer pulled it out

v
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still farther with pinchers, and cut it off, slapping the martyr
with it on the check. Ie then threw the tongue among the
crowd, who, “it is said,” adds the writer eonseientiously,
“pieked it up and flung it baek in the martyr’s face. As
he got out of the eart, he looked as if he were going to a
feast and not to punishment.” Unmoved by the howling and
the savage eries of the mob, he took his place calmly at the
post, where a chain was passed round him. He now and
then spat the blood from his mouth, but kept his eyes fixed on
heaven, as if looking there for help. When the executioner
covered his head with sulphur and pointed to the fire, he still
smiled and bowed, as if to show he died willingly. The old
man, who was the father of a large family and mueh re-
spected for his upright life, had retracted, and his punishment
was econsequently modified. Ie was strangled before being
thrown into the flames; “yet some,” adds the eye-witness,
“thought this punishment too mild, and would have had him
burned alive.” * :
The history of persecution contains little novelty: it is
the same story of ealumnious accusations and savage fury
from the letter of Pliny to the invectives of the monks in
the sixteenth ecentury. = The council which assembled at
Bourges in 1528 not: only condemned all Lutheran doetrines
whatsoever, but compared hereties with sorcerers and magi-
eians in order to render them more odious. The Reformers
were aceused of being bad subjects, rebels, revolutionists,
aiming at the overthrow of the monarchy as well as the per-
version of religion. This Franeis I. pretended to believe,
though he knew better; and it is this charge which Calvin so
cloquently refutes in his “Letter to the King,” prefixed to
his “Christian’ Institutes.” “Ts it possible,” he asks, ¢ that
we who have never been heard to utter a seditious word, and
whose lives have always been known to be simple and peace-

* Eustathius de Knobelsdorff to George Cassander, in 7/lustr. et Clar.
Viror. Epist. Selecte., Lugd. Bat. 1617, quoted in Baum : Leben Beza's. -
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able, should be plotting the overthrow of the kingdom?
And what is more, being now driven from our homes (he is
referring particularly to the emigration after the persccutions
of 1534), we cease not to pray for your prosperity. . . .
Praised be God, we have not profited so ill by the gospel,
that our lives can not hold forth to our detractors an example
of liberality, chastiiy, compassion, temperance, patience, mod-
esty, and all other virtues. Verily the truth beareth witness
for us that we fear and honor God purely, when by our life
and by our death we desire his name to be sanctified.” In
the “Institutes” he went still farther, laying down principles
that almost consecrate oppression. ¢ We must show a wick-
ed tyrant such honor as our Lord has condescended to or-
dain. . . . We must show this obedience through fear of
God, as we serve God himself, since it is from him that
princes derive their power.” This obedience, however, he is
very careful to restrict to secular matters. “When God or-
dained mortals to rule, he did not abdicate his rights. If
kings command any thing contrary to him it should have no
honor, for, says Peter, we ought to obey God rather than
men.”

The cruelties of this age may be accounted for, though
they can not be excused. 'Within the memory of living men,
political- heretics have been punished quite as severely (the
stake excepted) as religious heretics, and that too without
the same excuse. The priest when he burned the body
hoped, or professed to hope, to save the soul: the political
heretic was often sacrificed to secure a party or a minister in
power. The persecutors of the sixteenth century must not,
therefore, be overwhelmed with inconsiderate reproval: they
were but men, living in an age when persecution was a duty,
and hereties had no rights. There is still too much of the
savage in the human breast, though_ eivilization has done
much to extinguish it ; in the reign of Francis I. the savage
was uppermost. - But so remarkably did the blood of the
martyrs prove the seed of the Church, that a Catholic writer
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compares the “Lutherans” of this time to the fabulous hy-
dra; when one head was cut off, two sprang up in its place.
And no wonder ; for the author of the “History of Heresi¢s”
writes of these martyrs, even while aseribing their patient
endurance to satanic influence, “that Christianity had revived
in all its primitive simplieity.”

In 1544 Francis I. concluded the treaty of Crespy with
the Emperor Charles V., by which the two monarchs bound
themselves to exterminate heresy within their respective do-
minions. The king chanced to be ill of a dangerous disease
brought on by his licentiousness, and for five or six weeks
his life hung upon a thread.” The bigoted Cardinal de Tour-
non, making him believe that his sufferings were a judgment
from God, urged him to propitiate heaven by destroying
heresy. DMoved by these motives, and by misrepresentations
which the vietims had no opportunity of correcting, for they
were never heard, Francis issued an order for the extir-
pation of the Waldenses of Provence, who appear to have
exeited the wrath of the elergy to a terrible height. These
Vaudois, as they are usually called, the better to distinguish
them from the Waldenses of Savoy, lived in the south-east
corner of France, between the Durance and the Alps. They
were a peaceable, God-fearing, industrious raee,* and had
been a living protest against' the Church of Rome for hun-
dreds of years—even from the days of Constantine, if their
annals may be trusted. Louis XII. is reported to have
called them “Dbetter Christians than himself;”’t and a Rom-
ish missionary, who  was sent to turn them from the error
of their ways, was himself converted and forced to acknowl-
edge that ¢ he had learned more from the little Vaudois chil-

* Hist, des guerres dans le Venaissin, cte. i.p. 39. Published anonymonsly,
but the author was Father Justin, a Capuchin monk.' See also Muston :
Israél des Alpes, 1851.

t Bossuct (Ilist. des Variations, liv. xi. § 143) acknowledges their piety,
_ but calls it ¢ feigned,” and ascribes their virtnes to the inspiration of the
devil. :
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dren than he had ever done at ecollege.” In the wildest
valleys of the Alps, and on rocky heights where the cham-
ois could hardly keep his footing, they built their huts and
tended their flocks. They had covered a barren distriet
with smiling harvests, “ making the desert blossom as the
rose.” Du Bellay, governor of Piedmont, describes them as
“a simple people,” paying their taille to the erown and the
droits to their lord more regularly than their orthodox neigh-
bors. But their virtues were their chief erime in the eyes of
the king’s elerical advisers. In 1540 the Parliament of Prov-
ence had condemned twenty-three of these poor ereatures to
be burned alive for eontumacy, and ordered their country to
be laid waste. The sanguinary decree farther directed the
towns of Mérindol and Cabriéres, and other places, which
had been the refuge and retreat of the hereties, to be razed to
the ground, the eaves which had served them for an asylum
to be destroyed, the forests eut down, the fruit-trees rooted
up, the rebel chiefs put to death,and their wives and children
banished for life”* Some friends of the poor Vaudois sue-
ceeded in getting the decree suspended until 1st January,
1545 ; when Francis I., hoping to do a meritorious work that
would atone for his dissolute life, ordered it to be enforced.
To John Menier, baron of Oppéde, and chief president of the
Parliament of Provence, was entrusted the task of carrying
out the royal decree. Ie was one of those happily rare indi-
viduals who delight in slaughter from mere blood-thirstiness.
IIe made no distinction between believers and heretics. The
troops under his orders—wild mercenaries with more of the
brigand than of the disciplined soldier—wasted the country
with fire and sword. From the frightful detail of cruelties
one little fact may be gathered characteristic of the man.
All the inhabitants of the town of Mérindol, which stood on
the Durance,} were put to the sword, with the exception of

* Cabasse : Hist. Parl, Provence.

t In'existe plus rien du bourg florissant de Mérindol. Lacretelle: Guerres
de Rél. i. p. 81.
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one person, a poor idiot, who had ransomed his life by prom-
ising a soldier two crowns. Oppéde heard of it, and sending
for the soldier, gave him the two crowns, and having thus
bought the prisoner, ordered him to be tied to a tree and shot
forthwith. “I know how to treat these people,” he roared
out; “Y will send them, children and all, to live in hell.”
The small town of Cabriéres, in the same neighborhood and a
little south of the poetic Vaucluse, was treated with similar
severity. Every house was destroyed ; between 700 and 800
persons were killed in-the streets or fields; 3 number of
women who had fled for refuge to a barn werc burned to
death, and those who had escaped the sword and fire were
sent to the galleys “with circumstances of inhumanity,” says
the historian, “ that would have deserved our pity on any
other occasion.” * “In one church,” says Guérin, “1 saw be-
tween four and five hundred poor souls of women and chil-
dren butehered.” Twenty-five women—
Preecipites atra ccu tempestate columbe
Condensx—

who had taken refuge in a cavern in the papal territory of
Avignon, were smothered to death, the vice-legate kindling
the fire with his own hands.t In fine, twenty-four towns
and villages were destroyed and 3000 persons put to death.
Such little boys and girls as the soldiers did not want were
sold into slavery: they might be purehased for a erown apicee.
And that none might escape, the Parliament of Provence is-
sued a proclamation, forbidding the neighbors to offer the
Vaudois cither food or shelter, so that many were starved to
death in the mountains.}

* Mezeray, iii. p. 1034.

+ Some years ago a cave in a wild and almost inaccessible valley of the
Maritime Alps, near the village of Castiglione, was pointed out to me as one
of thesc places of refuge. It conld be reached only by a rope, and consist-
ed of at least three chambers, one below the other. In the Vivarrais thero
arc many such caverns.

1 Bouche calls them, ¢plutét ignorans que rebelles,” and adds, “On
trouve dans I’histoire des nations les plus fanatiques et les plus sauvages pen
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The tale of these fearful atrocities provoked a ery of indig-
nation from one end of the ecountry to the other:* even the
king complained that his orders had been exceeded, but not
until after the letters patent of 18th August, 1545, approving
of all that had been done. We are told that the memories of
these eruelties haunted his dying-bed, and that he bequeathed
to his son the duty of taking vengeance on the murderers of
the Vaudois. Thls may be true, but when the Swiss eantons
remonstrated with him for his cruelty, he bade them mind
their own business, for the hereties had merely received the
just reward of their erimes. The only person punished for
these horrors—and that was at the suit of Madame de Cantal,
whose property had been ruined by the slaughter of her peas-
antry—was one Guérin, king’s advocate in the Parliament of
Aix.t M. d’Oppede appears to have been so terrified at the
mere idea of being tried, that he fell ill and died in great suf-
fering; a judgment of God, as the Reformed declared it. A
Catholic historian of these days has ventured to apologize for
cruelties which could find no defender in the sixteenth centu-
ry. “Certain names,” he says, “ are branded for what is the
result of a popular force and movement by which they are ear-
ried away. In a religious and believing state of society there
are necessities, as there have been cruel political necessities at
another epoeh.- Exaltation of ideas drives men to erime as by
a fatality.” { Such reasoning will justify any erime, publie or
private. To admit the cowardly doetrine of “necessity,” is to

d’exemples d’une atroeité parcille.”— Essai sur ' Hist. de Provence, ii. p. 83.
See Papon, Iist. de Provence, for a less favorable account of the Vaudois.
Viros et morte peremptos
Indigna, raptasque soluto crine puellas,
Et late miseris subjecta incendia vieis.
i) }Iopxml De Causa Merindoli.

t All the papers connceted with this inquiry have perished. One of the
accused was the famous sea-captain Baron dela Garde, the same who dis-
puted the command of the Channel against Henry VIII., and occupied the
Isle of Wight in 1533, In the religious wars he sided with the IIuguenots.

1 Capefigue: Flist. de la Réforme, ch. xvi.
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destroy moral responsibility, to make intellect subservient to
matter, and justice to brute force. It makes the usurper or
the murderer accuser, judge and executioner in his own cause.
It is a vindication of coups d’état—a deification of successful
villainy. If generally admitted, it would induce a moral tor-
por fatal to all intelligence. There were men living in the
Catholic communion in the sixteenth century who thought
very differently from the paradoxical historian of the nine-
teenth. Sadolet, Bishop of Carpentras—a man so full of kind-
ness and charity that a modern writer has called him the
“Fénelon of his age "—interfered to suspend the execcution of
the first decree against the Vaudois of Mérindol. He was a
ripe scholar and corresponded with all the learned men of the
day, heretical or orthodox, including Calvin and Melanehthon.
To the latter he wrote: “I am not the man to hate another
because he differs from me in opinion.” * = When Sturm of
Strasburg accused him of lying, he said: “You should have
left such coarse terms to Luther: they are unbecoming a mind
like yours. But you are mistaken, and I am sure you will re-
turn to your usual polite style. If ever you, Bucer, or Meclanch-
thon have need of me, I am ready to serve you in more than
words.” It is pleasing to meet with such a character, when
religious prejudice ran so high on both sides.

One of the most terrible tragedies to which the persecuting
edicts gave rise occurred at Meaux, in October, 1546, when
sixty persons were seized in the house of Stephen Mangin,
where they had met to hear a sermon. As the soldiers were
taking them through the streets to prison, some of the Protest-
ant spectators burst out with Marot’s noble version of the sev-
enty-ninth Psalm—

Behold, O God! how heathen hosts
Have thy possessions seized ;

Thy sacred house they have defiled,
Thy holy eity raz'd.

* Non ego snm qui, ut quisque a nobis opinione-dissentit, statim eum odio
" habeam.
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From Meaux they were transferred to Paris for trial, which
resolved itself into an attempt to extort a confession from them
by torture. They were sentenced to be carried back to
Meaux, and fourtcen of them were to be burned alive in the
market-place, after suffering the question extraordinary. Oth-
ers were to be hung up by the shoulders during the execution
of their brethren, and then to be flogged and imprisoned for
life in a monastery. As they were passing through a forest
on their way back, a man followed them shouting : “ Brethren,
remember Him who is in heaven above.” Ie was canght;
flung into the cart, and put to death with the rest. Stephen
Mangin, who was regarded as the ringleader, first had his
tongue cut out; he was then-dragged on a hurdle from the
prison to the place of execution, where he and his companions,
after being tortured, were burned at fourteen stakes arranged
in a cirele, praising God to their last breath. One Dr. Piecard,
a celebrated man in his day, preached a sermon on the oecasion,
in which he declared it was necessary to salvation to believe
that these fourteen poor:creatures were condemned to the
bottoml&ss pit; and if an angel came from heaven to say the
contrary, he must not be listened to ; ¢ for God would not be
God, if he did not damn them eternally.” :

The example thus set at Meaux was imitated in other parts
of Franec; but, far from checking the progress of the new
doctrines, it served to prove the strong faith of the converts.
Thus Jean Chapot, who had been denounced for bringing a
bale of heretical books from Geneva, wounld not give up the
names of the persons to whom he had sold them, though he
was almost - torn asunder on the rack. One Mark Moreau of
Troyes displayed similar firmness and constancy at the stake,
to which he was condemned after being tortured, because he
refused to betray the other Lutherans in that city. Francis
Daugy cried out from the midst of the flames: “ Be of good
cheer, brethren, I see heaven opening and the Son of God.
stretching out his arms to-receive me.” As the Demoiselle
Michelle de Caignoncle was going to the stake, one of her
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poor pensioners ran by her side erying : “ You will never give
us alms again.” “ Yes, once more !” she said, and threw her
slippers to the woman, who was barefoot. One Thomas of St.
Paul was taken out of the flames and urged to recant. “Put
me back into the fire,” he exclaimed : “I am on the road to
heaven.”

Among the victims of this reign was one whose name occu-
pics a conspicuous place in the history of the revival of learn-
ing. Stephen Dolet, famous among the poets of the Renais-
sance, had set up a printing-press at Lyons, where he appears
to have been unpopular among those of his own trade, throngh
supporting the compositors who had “struck” for higher
wages. He had been twice condemned for heresy: once on
the information of the infamous Anthony Mouchi, a doctor of
the Sorbonne and hereticfinder to the Inquisition, who has
transmitted his name to posterity under the form of mouchard.
Dolet had escaped to Piedmont ; but yearning with that love
for his native country, which is so strong a characteristic of
the French people, he returned to Lyons, where he was speed-
ily arrested and carried to Paris. IIere he was accuSed and
convicted of atheism, the charge being founded on his trans-
lation of a passage in Plato. 'While in prison, hourly expeect-
ing death, he exclaimed : “ My whole life has been a struggle ;
thank God, it is over at last.”* ‘When he was led to the
stake in the Place Maubert, the executioner bade him invoke
the Virgin and St. Stephen, his patron saint, or else his tongue
would be cut out and he would be burned alive.. Dolet repeat-
ed the required formula, and then was hanged and burned (3d
August, 1546). Dolet must not be ranked among the mar-
tyrs of religion : he suffered because he had offended the cler-
gy by his independent spirit. The doctors of the Sorbonne

* In a poem composed at this time, he says, with more of Pagan stoicism
than Christian fortitude—

Sus, mon esprit, montrez vous de tel coenr,
Votre assurance au besoin soit connue ;
Tout gentil cceur, tout constant belliqueur,
Jusqu'a la mort sa foroe a maintenue.

B
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would willingly have forgiven his being a printer and an athe-
ist, if he had not stood forward as the champion of free
thought.

Robert Etienne (or Stephens, as he is called by English
scholars) was more fortunate than Dolet. Up to the age of
twenty-five he continued in the Romish Chureh, professing a
doubtful sort of orthodoxy, like many other eelebrated men of
that day ; and it is probable that he would have continued in
this undecided equivocal state all his life, but for the virulent
attacks made upon him by eertain theologians, who were vio-
lent in proportion to their stupidity. Ilis quarrel with the
Sorbonne began as early as 1523, when that same body, which
in 1470 had invited the first printers to Paris, took alarm at
the agitation of men’s minds and turned fiercely against its
own work. The presumption of a young man, and he a lay-
man, to correct a text of Scripture, seemed monstrous. The
publication of his Latin Bibles in 1528 and 1552, and more es-
peeially that of the small portable Bible in 1534, aggravated
their hostility. But all this was as nothing to the rage ex-
eited by his edition of the Latin Bible in 1545, wherein he had
collected the notes of that learned professor of Hebrew, Fran-
cis Vatable. In these notes the active inquisitors of the Sor-
bonne found a number of heretical propositions, such as a de-
nial of the existence of purgatory, of the efficaciousness of con-
fession,’and so forth. Mitherto Robert had been able to es-
cape the fate of his heterodox brother Dolet, through the in-
tervention of theking and the influence of John du Bellay and
others. But agdinst ‘this last .tempest the royal authority
seemed powerless.. The Taculty of Theology instituted pro-
ceedings against him, when, unhappily for him, Francis I.
died ; and although Robert Etienne found an equally kind
patron in his successor, the character of the new king was
more impressionable. The Sorbonne attacked him more vio-
lently, and foresceing that Ilenry would be unable to protect
him, he quitted France, as Clement Marot, Olivetan, Amyot,
and most of the professors of the Royal College had done be-
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fore him. Beza tells us that all learning was suspected, and
that hence many good but learned Catholies were numbered
among the heretics. A man was liable to be condemned for
not lifting his cap on passing an image (and they were at the
corner of almost every street), for not kneeling at the sound
of the Ave Maria bell, and for . cating meat on fast days.
Clement Marot was sent to prison and narrowly escaped burn-
ing for cating some bacon during Lent.
Ils vin}ent 4 mon logement :
Lors se va dire un gros paillard,
Par Ja, morblen, voila Clement,

- Prenez-le, il a mangé le lard!
The fasting, or not fasting, on certain days soon became a test
of orthodoxy. l 4 ‘

One of the last vietims of this reign was Jean Brugiére,
who, after several imprisonnrents and eseapes; was taken to
Paris, tried, and eondemned to be burned alive at Issoire (3d
March, 1547). . He was transferred to \Iontferland, where
Ory, ‘the inquisitor, discussed the “real presence” with him.
“If you deny,” said Ory, “that the body of our Lord is in
the ‘host, when the ‘priest has:pronounced: the sacramental
words, you deny the power of God; who ean'do every thing.”
“T do not deny the power of God,” answered Brugicre, “for
we are not disputing whether God 'has power or not to do it,
so much as what he has done in his Holy Sacrament, and what
he desires us to do.” When the time of his suffering came,
the priests pressed a erueifix to his lips, and bade him call on
the Virgin and saints. ¢ Let me,” he said with a smile, “let
me think of God before I die.. I am content with the only
advocate he has appointcri for sinners.” »'While preparing the
rope or chain, the executioner slipped and fell. Brugiére, who
remained ealm and unmoved, held out his hand to raise him.
“Cheer up! M. Pouchet, T hope you are not hurt,” he said.
When the fire was kindled, he raised his eyes to the cross and

_exclaimed : “Oh heavenly Father, I bescech thee, for the love
of thy Son, that thou wilt be pleased to comfort mie'in this
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hour by thy Holy Spirit, in order that the work begun in me
may be perfected to thy glory and to the benefit of thy poor
Church.” When all was over, the crowd withdrew in silence.
The curate of Issoire said, as he returned home: “May God
give me grace to die in the faith of Brugiere.”*

Francis 1. died slowly of a disgusting malady, the conse-
quence of his licentious amours. For a time his life was pro-
longed by the use of potent medicines; but the opportunity
thus given him of redeeming the past was wasted in regrets
that he had not extirpated heresy.4  IIe used often to say, if
we may credit Brantome, that this novelty—the Reformation
—*“tended to the overthrow of all monarchy, human and di-
vine.” Yet none of the kings who embraced the new creed
lost their thrones; while the devotee Henry ITI., and the con-
verted Henry IV.; both fell by orthodox daggérs. The king’s
funeral sermon was preached by Pierre du Chastel, Bishop of
Macon, whose orthodoxy had become suspected in consequence
of the attempts he had made to save Stephen Dolet. When
Cardinal de Tournon reproached him with this, the good prel-
ate made answer: “I acted like a bishop, you like a hang-
man.” When the sermon was published, the Sorbonne hunt-
od out several heretical propositions, particularly a passage
where the bishop, after extolling Francis as a saint of the
highest order, continued : “I am convineed that, after so holy
a life, the king’s soul, on leaving his body, was transported to
heaven without passing through the flames of purgatory.” }
The Sorbonne protested against this, and a deputation of

* Imberdis: Hist. Guerres Civ. 8vo. Moulins, 1840.

t A curious apology has been made for Francis I. Mezeray, answering
an Italian writer, who had insinuated that the kiog had permitted the spread
of heresy by taking ho heed of it, says :—** Quoi done, faire six ou sept rig-
oureux €dits pour 1'étouffer, convoquer p1u51eurs fois le clergé, assembler un
coneile provincial, dépéchera toute heure des ambassades vers tous les princes
de 1a chrétienté pour en assembler un général, briler les hérétiques par dou-
zaines, les envoyer aux galeres par eentaines, et les bannir par milliers : est-
ce Ia permettre, ou n’y prendre pas garde,” ete. ii. p. 1038.

t P, Castellani Vita, auct. P. Gallandio, 8vo. 1674.
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doctors went to St. Germains, where the court was staying, to
denounce the heretical panegyrist. They were received by
John de Mendoza, the first ehamberlain, who desired them to
be quite easy in their minds: “If you had known His Majesty
as well as I did, yon would have understood the meaning of the
bishop’s words. The king could never stop anywhere, how-
ever agreeable the place might be ; and if he went to purgato-
ry, he only remained there long enough to look about him,
and was off again” Solvuntur risu tabulee! The doctors
retired in confusion : there was no answering such a jest.

“The character of Franecis is a “mingled yarn.” He had
great virtues, but he also had great vices. He had noble as-
pirations, but he often suffered them to be obscured by igno-
ble passions. ~All his life long he allowed himself to be led by
women. Had they all been like his sister, Margaret of Valois,
it would have been well for him, for France, and for religion
but they were more frequently such as the Duchess of Valen-
tinois, and even worse. He was ambitious, but it was more
for his kingdom than for himself; he was a warrior, though
not equal to his rivals; he was sumptuous and extravagant,
but architects and painters, historians and poets, scholars and
wits, were not neglected by him. He was impressionable and
superstitious, but he often checked the fiery zeal of the perse-
cutors, tried to reform the clergy in his dilettante fashion, and
was never bigoted except when frightened by the priests, or
when he faneied his personal dignity insulted. It is not won-
derful that Frenchmen look back to him with pride, for he
represents the national character in its best as well as in its
worst phases.
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CHAPTER IIL
HENRY IL

(1547-1550.]

Henry TI.—Catherine and Diana—Montmorency—Coronation—King En-
ters Paris—Fétes—Heretie Burning—New Edicts—Chambres Ardentes
—Edict of Chateaubriant—DYersecution at Angers, Le Puy, Velay—Iuqui-
sition Proposed—Resistance of Parliament—Siege and Battle of St. Quen-
tin—Affair of the Rue St. Jaeques—Martyrdom of Philippa de Lunz—

"* Calvin's Letter—Pre Aux Clercs and Marot’s Psalms—Peace of Cateau-
Cambresis—Divisions in the Paris Parliament—The Mercurial of June
—Du Faur and Du Bourg Arrested—First Synod of Reformed Churches—
Confession of Faith and Book of Dlsexplme—dect of Ecouen—The Tour-

amcnt——IIcnry aDeath

Hexzy II. was twenty-nine years of age when he ascended
his father’s throne:(31st March, 1547), his elder brother, the
dauphin Franeis, having diedalmost ten years before. Ile
was rather tall; well-proportioned, fond of athletic sports, and
vain of his skill in the tournay—a weakness that proved fatal
to him at last. Iis hair was dark, his beard short and point-
ed, his complexion pale, almost livid. His large, black, lively
eyes somewhat contradicted his melancholy, saturnine charac-
ter. . e rarely laughed, and, according to the Venetian en-
voy, Matteo Dandolo, some of the courtiers declared they had
never seen him smile.  Ifis portraits would leave us to sup-
pose that he was of a mild and gentle disposition; but bigot-
ry often made him cruel, and his pride was impatient of oppo-
sition. He could be lberal, too—especially with other per-
sons’ money. Thus he gave the notorious Diana of Poitiers
the renomination of all the officials whose posts had become
vacant by the death of his predecessors, by which she appro-
priated more than 100,000 crowns in the shape of fines and
presents. IIemy possessed good natural.abilities, and a reten-
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tive memory, but was uninstrueted ;* he had a taste for mu-
sie, and spoke Italian and Spanish. He was also religious, so
far at least as not to ride out on Sunday until after mass.
Though not mueh distinguished in war, he never shrank from
danger, and at Landrecy conducted himself as a good eaptain
and brave soldier.t ; \

His queen was Catherine de Medlms one of the most enig-
matical personages in history. Attempts have recently been
made to reverse the judgment of time, and rehabilitate her
character, { which possibly has been painted in darker eolors
than it deserved; but to convert her into a martyr and vie-
tim, entitled to our respect and sympathy, is to write not his-
tory but romance. In early life she had more than one nar-
row escape, and her later eareer can hardly prevent our regret-
ting that she lived to be old. At her birth (so runs the sto-
ry) astrologers foretold that she would be the ruin of the fam-
ily and the place where she was married.- - She was according-
ly put into a convent; but when her uncle, Clement VIL, be-
sieged Florence, in 1530, the council of that city proposed
taking her out and hanging her in a basket over the battle-
ments, so that she might be killed by the besieger’s cannon.
A still worse fate was proposed by others, which, to the honor
of humanity, she escaped. Although the nieee of a pope, she
was a portionless orphan, and apparently doomed to spend her
days in the seclusion of a cloister. ' Such a life would have
been happier for her and for France; but it was not to be so.
Her marriage with Henry of Valois, in 1533, was strictly a po-
litical one—a bond of union between Francis I. and Clement
VII. against the emperor. The child-bride § displayed at this

* Detri Paschalii Histor. Fragm., Dupuy MSS. Raumer: Iist. 16th
and 17th Centuries, i, 261.

t Matteo Dandolo in 1542 and Lorenzo Contarini in 1551 deseribe Henry
in nearly the same terms. ~ See Alberi: Relazioni degli Ambas. Venet:. (8\0
Firenze.) Ser. 1. vol. iv. 1860, pp. 27 and 0.

$ M. Capefigne has attempted this in his one-sided fashion; but Alberi
extols her as a model of almost every Christian virtue.

§ Sismondi says she was only 13, but from her birth, 13th April, 1519, to
her wedding-day is 14} years.
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time none of the darker characteristies which afterward dis-
tinguished her. She was rather below the middle height, her
eyes were large and sparkling—they were peculiar to her fam-
ily,* her complexion was beautiful, her voice clear as a bell;
she dressed with care, and exercised a singular faseination over
all who came near her. Foreigners who saw her twenty or
thirty years later deseribe her as still possessing an excellent
figure, with a hand and arm that were the despair of the
sculptor. She possessed many shining qualities, which she
often marred.by devoting them to evil purposes. In an age
when female purity was not held in high esteem, she preserved
a reputation that scandal secarce has touched. She was
prompt in action, fertile in resources, could read character
well, and had perfect control over her own feelings. She
never designedly made an enemy of any one; and with her
sweet smile, musical voice;and courteous manner, converted
many an enemy into a friend.

After the disastrous battle of St. Quentin she gave the first
indications of her skill in public matters. The king had ur-
gent need of money, and as he was absent from Paris, Cather-
ine went to the parliament, explained the royal necessities, and
obtained a grant of 300,000 livres. “She thanked them in such
words that all wept with tenderness. . . . Throughout the
city men talked of nothing but her majesty’s prudence.”
After this time (we are told) the king went more into her so-
ciety. During her husband’s life, she possessed but little in-
fluenee: his dislike to her at one time nearly approaching to
hatred. Ilec often taunted her with her plebeian origin; and,

* ¢t Li occhi grossi proprj alla easa de’ Mediei.” Suriano. On the ecil-
ing of a room in the chitean of Tanlay, between Tonnerre and Moutbard,
which once belonged to the Chatillons, there was (and probably still is) a
figure of Catherine as Juno, with two faces: one, mascnline and sinister,
the other with a remarkable sweetness and dignity of expression. In the
gallery at En there were two portraits (probably eopies) representing her as
exceedingly fair : in one, the hair was of a reddish tinge ; in the other, the
cyebrows were light and the eyes hazel.

t Giovanni Soranzo, 14th August, 1557, Relazioni, p. 8.
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but for the love Franeis L. bore her, she would have been re-
pudiated and sent back to her relations. In the earlier years
of her wedded life she was unpopular, because she was child-
less, and because her uncle, Clement, who deceived all who
trusted in him, had evaded his engagements.” By degrees,
however, she won the love of the people, who would willingly
have shed their blood for her.*

If she did not love her husband, she made a great show of
sincere attachment. When he was away from her with the
army, she would put herself and her attendants into mourning ;
and go in procession to various shrines to pray for his hap-
piness and sueeess. She has been described as molto religiosa,
but that means very little in an Italian mouth. Inlater years,
it was not easy to tell when she was sineere, or when playing
a part. She had been trained in that school whence Machia-
velli derived his maxims.: She thought nothing of right or
wrong: her prineiples, if such they may be termed, were pru-
dence, expedieney, and suceess; and she preferred a tortuous
to a straightforward policy. During the life of her husband,
Catherine had filled a subordinate:position, having the title,
but little of the respect, that surrounds a queen. She never
had fair play, and her early years were blighted by the shadow
cast upon them by Diana of Poitiers.

Diana, Duchess of Valentinois, was the widow of Louis de
Brézé, high seneschal of Normandy,} and the most beautiful
woman of the age.} In her youth she had captivated the af-

* ¢ Non si troveria persona ehe non si lasciasse eavare del sangue per far-
gli avere un figlio.”—Matt. Dandolo.

1 His tomb, by Jean Goujon, is in Rouen eathedral.

1 Brantome deseribes her at the age of sixty-five as being *“so lovely that
the most insensible person eould not look upon her without emotion ;” and
ascribes her beauty to a bonillon she took every morning eomposed of *“or

- potable et autres drogues que je ne sais pas.” De Thou says she made
Henry constant to her ¢¢ phittris et magieis (ut ereditur) artibus.” A hide-
ous story of her bathing in blood to preserve her beauty is told of ¢ ectte
Heérodias " in the Mélange critique de Littérature, ii. p. 113. At Dijon there
is a three-quarter portrait of her entirely undraped. "The form is exceed~
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fections, such as they were, of Franeis I., and even during his
life-time had enthralled the future king by her dazzling charms.
Henry used to wear her colors, black and white ;* consult her
on affairs of state, and permit her to dispense the ecclesiastic-
al patronage.t - It has been said that the love betwcen them
was purely platonic: the statement—borne out in some de-
gree by the difference of their years—is not, however, in ac-
cordance with the opinion of her contemporaries.} The king
at one time seems to have been quite infatuated with her. At
the foot of her portrait he wrote the first words of Marot’s
version of the forty-second Psalm—
As pants the hart for cooling streams,

While heated in the chase,
So longs my soul for thee !

Brantome describes her as “a good Catholic and very de-
vout;” but the abbe’s standard is not a high one. Ie adds
that “she hated those of the religion.” § This we can believe,
but her dislike did not extend to their possessions, by which
she grew enormously rich, The historian Matthien records
that the people said of her: “For twelve years an old woman
kept heaven so close, that not a drop of justice fell on France,
except by stealth.”” She was very extravagant in her tastes,
to meet which added much to an already oppressive taxation.

ingly lovely, the face a long oval, the eyes dark, cyebrows delicate, hair a
bright auburn, and complexion fair.

* They were the emblems of mounrning which widows in those days never
put off. :

t ¢ Particolarmente la dispensazione delli benefici ecclesiastici & in man
sua.”—Soranzo, -

1 ¢“I1 quale I'ha amata, ed ama ¢ godi cosi vecchia come ¢.” L. Contar-
ini (1551): Relazion? Venet), iv. 1860, p. 78; Baschet: La Diplomatic véni-
tienne, p. 432.  G. Soranzo (1538) writes to the same effect ; but M. Cav-
alli is of quite a contrary opinion. *‘ Questo amore non sia lascivo, ma
come materno filiale.”—Raumer, i. p. 259.

§ The pope significantly seat her a pearl necklace shortly after Henry's
aceession. The French have reeently erected a statne to her memory. It
is painful to sce a noble nation so deficiént in self-respect as to make idols
of the mistresses of their sovercigns—Agnes Sorel, Diana, Gabriclle d’Es-
trées, and others,
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The ruins of her little palace of Anet, on the Eure, near Dreux,
still exhibit some faint traces of the splendor and elegance of
its first oeeupant, and of its architect Philibert de POrme. In
1547, Henry II. made her a present of the castle of Chenon-
ceau, 2 marvel of the Renaissance, built by that unfortunate
‘superintendent of finance, Jacques de Beaune-Semblangay.
In the letters patent conveying this magnificent present to his
favorite, the king declared it was “in consideration of. the
great and most commendable services rendered to the erown
by her late husband, Louis de Brézé.”  But when Henry died,
Catherine forced her to give up the chiteau, and retained it
for herself. =To decorate this building and add to its pleasure
grounds, Henry imposed a tax upon bells—twenty livres ‘each.
The people murmured loudly at this, and Rabelais, echoing
the popular, complaints, pretended. that “the king had hung
all the bells of the kingdom round the neck ‘of his mare.” *
One of Henry’s first acts, after his accession, was to dismiss
his father’s ministers, and place the managemént of affairs.in
the hands of Montmorency, conjointly with the Duke of Guise,
the Cardinal of Lorraine, and Marshal St. André, who had
been the king’s playmate. The constable was nearly. sixty
years of age when he was thus recalled from the retirement
to whieh Francis I.- had banished him. - He was a man of
harsh manners, ignorant,} greedy of money, and a bigot in
religion; or, perhaps it may be truer to say, vain of his de-
scent from Pharamond, and of being “ the first Christian baron
of France.” At times he could be exceedingly pompous-and
haughty, and though he had seen much service, he possessed
but little military capacity. Some of the stories told of his
ferocity have a certain grim humor about them, notwithstand-
ing their brutality. - While saying his prayers, he would break
off suddenly and order this man to be whipped, or that to be
hanged, or a village to be burned, and then continue (“ tant il
* ¢ Au col de sa jument,”—Gargantua, liv. i. ch.. 12

t *“ 11 ne savait ni lire ni écrire.”—DMarsollicr : Ilist. duc da Bouillon, i.,7
© (Paris, 1719).
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Gtait conseiencieux,” says Brantome) as if he had done the
most natural thing in the world. These paternosters had
passed into a proverb, during his life-time. When he marched
to Bordeaux, to put down an inswrrection occasioned in the
south-west of France by the severity with which the infamous
gabelle or salt-tax was levied, he told the citizens as they came
out to.present him with the keys of the gates: “ Begone with
your keys. I don’t want them. I will open your gates with
mine (pointing to his cannon), and have you all hanged. - I'll
teach you to rebel against your king.” And for five weeks
terror reigned in the city. More than one hundred and forty
petsons were hanged, decapitated, burned alive, or otherwise
put to death; not a few of them having been torn asunder
by horses, impaled, or broken on the wheel. “It was an ex-
emplary punishment,” says Brantome, “ but not so severe as
the case required.” The country was laid waste far and wide
by an ill- dlsclplmed unpaid soldiery—a course of treatment
which did not inerease the loyalty or othodoxy of the inhabit-
ants. Montmorency was a great favorite with the king, and
his son Francis married Diana of Angouléme, Henry’s natural
daughter.*

Henry II. was duly mowned at Rheims in July, 1547, and
the particulars recorded of. the ceremony show that we have
fallen off in the matter of kingly pomp. On a platform erect-
ed before the gate of the city, there was a representation of
the sun, which appeared to expand like a flower. In the cen-
tre was a crimson heart, out of which stepped a young girl in
costly attire, who offered the keys of the city to the monarch.
Henry suffered two years to elapso before he visited his eapi-
tal. On 16th June, 1549, all Paris was in commotion. A
grand procession of the notabilities of the city, both lay and

* He wasnamed Anne, after his godmother Annc of Brittany. e had four
sons and five daughters ; his sister Louisa, a widow, married Gaspard de
Coligny, the father of the Admiral. T.onisa’s first husband was the Marshal
de Maille, and her danghter Dame de Roye was mother of the Dame de
Roye who married Condd.
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clerical, went out to meet and harangue him, according to
the wearisome custom of the age. The king, richly dressed,
rode a white horse, and was attended by the princes of the
blood, foreign embassadors, marshals of France, and knights
of the various orders of chivalry, all well mounted. The glit-
tering procession took its way through streets hung with tap-
estry, and under triumphal arches, to Notre Dame.  After the
usual 7¢ Deum, Henry was escorted with boisterous:acelama-
tions to the bishop’s palace, where a royal banquet had been
prepared for him in the great hall. Only the princes of the
royal house ate at his table. On his right sat the Cardinals of
Bourbon and Vendome: on his left the Dukes of Vendome,
Montpensier, and Roche-sur-Yon. The Constable Montmoren-
ey, by virtue of his office, stood in front of him with a drawn
sword. Ilenry remained at the palace two days, until the sol-
emn entry of the queen. She was in a horse-litter profusely
ornamented, and at her side rode the Cardinals of -Amboise,
Chatillon, Boulogne, and Lenoncourt. Two other litters were
used by the princesses, their ladies following on hackneys, and
attended by pages on foot. After the customary prayers at
Notre Dame, and the dinner at the bishop’s palace, a ball was
given (for churchmen could dance in those days), at which the
“enfants de la ville,” some sixscore young men, danced with
the court ladies, and aequitted themselves with much grace,
to the evident satisfaction of Henry, who had arranged-this
little incident. After the ball there was a supper—a cellation
of preserves and swectmeats ; and to end the feast, the provost
of the merchants and the aldermen presented the queen with
a “buffet complet,” a complete set of double silver-gilt plate,
adorned with fleur-de-Jis and “ crescents.” *

The morrow being Corpus Christi day, the provost and al:
dermen waited upon the king at the palace of the Tournelles,
to present him with a piece of plate, which the chronicles are

* These ¢ creseents,” so often found interlaced with ¥I, are supposed to

he the deviee of Diana of Poitiers; I am more inclirfed to regard them as a
fancifal C, to indieate Catherine.
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careful to tell us was of “ducat gold.” It was a grand alle-
gorical work of art, at that time unmatehed in Europe.* The
provost made a complimentary speech on presenting it, and
the king, who was delighted with the gift, thanked him in lan-
guage as flattering as it was gracious. = This emboldened the
provost to invite him to follow the example of his ancestors,
and come to the Gréve next Sunday—the eve of St."John—
and set fire to the great tree. Henry complied with the re-
quest, and went, accompanied by the queen, the prinees-and
princesses, and kindled the fire with a torch of ‘white wax
handed him by the provost. Thenee he proceeded to the Ho-
tel de Ville, where, after the usual collation—a good custom
which still prevails in civic. entertainments—the eity dames
had the honor of dancing with the king and his court. = It was
still light when he returned to his palace of the Tournelles.
During the month Henry remained in Paris, there were fre-
quent tournays in the lists, prepared by the eity in the Rue
St. Antoine. The provost had also built a fort on the islet of
Louviers in the'Seine, to afford the king the pleasing specta-
cle of a bombardment ‘and a sea-fight. A bridge of boats had
been constructed from the island of Notre Dame to that of
Louviers for the passage of the troops that were to attack the
fort. These were harmless amusements compared with some
that followed. On .Thursday, 4th July, Henry quitted the
Tournelles at seven in the morning, and rode in grand proces-
sion to the great cathedral, where he heard high mass, and
then went to dine at the episcopal palace, after which the royal
digestion was gently stimulated by the burning of some here-
tics. © On another occasion, after a similar ‘procession and ban-
quet, some more heretics were burned in the Rue St. Antoine,
“where' the king stopped and-advised them to recant.””$
Heretic-burning was one of the popular sports of the day, at
which—if contemporary engravings are any authority in such

*Félibien: Iist. dela Ville de Paris, tom. ii. liv. xx. p. 1031 (fol. 1725).
# Félibicn, tom. v. p. 378,
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matters—high-born dames attended in full dress. It wason one
of these occasions (4th July, 1549), that Henry witnessed the
exeention of a poor tailor, who had offended Diana by lan-
guage not unlike that which John the Baptist used with re-
gard to Herodias. The sufferer, we are told, turned upon the
Lking such alook of calm reproach, that he withdrew frightened
from the window, and for several nights after fancied that the
dying man haunted his bedside.

Meanwhile the reformed doctrines had been spreading fast.
Extending beyond the small circle of nobles, scholars, and
church dignitaries, by whom they were first taught and de-
fended, and making their way into the lower strata of society,*
they had become more definite and radical. The uneducated
shoe-maker or ploughman could not appreciate such nice dis-
tinctions as Margaret of Valois drew in her ¢“Mass of Seven
Points,” and would not have ecared for such subtleties if he
had understood them. These simple men heard the Bible read
and explained to them, and the doctrines of Free Grace and
of the Atonement sank straight into their hearts. There was
very little but habit to keep the people faithful to the old
Church. “They are more affected,” says Matthieu, uncon-
sciously imitating Iorace, “ by example than by instruction,
and estimate the truth of a doctrine by the purity of a man’s
life.” Such an example was rarely found in the Catholie cler-
gy. .Another strong. reforming agent was the misery of the
times. With reference to Normandy, which was better off
than many other provinces, a local historian writes: “ The peo-
ple were easily seduced; the dues and taxes were g0 excessive
that in many villages there was no assessment. The decimes
were so high that the parish priests and their curates ran away
for fear of being imprisoned, and ceased to perform divine
service in many parishes near Caen. . . . Seeing this, the

* The intelleet of the day was on the side of the Reform: ¢ Peintres, orlo-
giers, imagiers, orfevres, libraires, imprimeurs, et autres, qui en leurs mé-
tiers, ont quelque noblesse d’esprit.”—Flor. de Remond, an unimpeachable
witness. y
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preachers from Geneva took possession of the churches and
chapels.” *

Yet great as had been the inerease of numbers, the Reform-
ed at this time could hardly have amounted to a hundredth
part of the population ; even in 1558 they were not estimated
at more than 400,000. The cities along the course of the
Rhone and those lying at the foot of the Alps were strongly
Calvinistic, as was also Languedoe, where probably some
relies of the old Albigensian spirit of revolt still lingered.
In this provinee the Romish Church was especially hateful, as
it had been enriched by the confiscated estates of the Al-
bigensian nobles.t Anjou and Normandy were divided;
Picardy felt the influence of Flanders, where the new doctrines
were extending with civil liberty. Nearly all the rest of
France was Catholic.  The rural population was then, as now,
under the influence of the clergy, as also were the inhabitants
of the smaller country towns. These are usnally a narrow-
minded class, an almost inevitable consequence of their isola-
tion, and the dull nature of their habits and ocecupations.
In Paris, the mass of the population was Catholic, the danger-
ous classes being especially demonstrative in their orthodoxy.
The progress of reltgious reform might have been'more rapid
but for certain peculiarities in the state of society, which
made every innovation difficult. The guilds in the towns had
their patron-saints and annual festivals. If a man adepted
the reformed faith, he must renounee these, and become a
sort of outcast among his comrades, and perhaps the severest
persecution he had to undergo was that he endured at the
hands of his fellow-workmen. We all know how much this
prevails in large factories and in trade unions among us:
and it must have been incalculably worse at a time when the

* Bras de Bourgueville: Recherches sur Caen, 2° partic, p. 162 ; Cte Hee-
tor de la Ferritre—Percy :  Hist. du Cunton d Athis. 8vo. Paris, 1858.

+ Montlue says the nobles adopted the Reform out of a spirit of opposition.
¢TIl nétait fils de bonne maison qui ne voulut gofiter de cette réforme nou-
velle.” d
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guilds were such close bodies that it was impossible to carry
on a trade independently of them.

Henry II, like his father, eared little about the new doe-
trines, so long as they were eonfined to the learned and the
well-born: but when they spread among the lower classes, he
determined to punish heresy as worse than treason. Ilis
father’s.edicts were carried out with great severity ; but they
were so far from produeing the desired effeet, that the Re-
form spread more and more. In order to hasten its extirpa-
tion, a new ediet was issued (19th November, 1549), in which,
after complaining that the bishops and their suffragans pro-
ceeded too slowly and tenderly—a statement which it is hard
to accept—Henry established speeial chambers of Parliament
for the trial and punishment of heresy only. It was a kind
of lay inquisition, of which all the judges in the realm, both
eivil and ecclesiastical, were members cx officio. These were
the famous chambres ardentes, so called, says Mezeray,  be-
cause they burned without merey every one they convieted.”
But the new edict appears to have had as little effect as its
predeeessors, for in the following month of February the
king by letters patent reproached the judges for want of zeal
“in diseharging their duty in this holy and laudable work, so
aeceptable to God.” Finally the sanguinary ediect of Cha-
teaubriant* was issued (27th June, 1551), by which all the
old laws on heresy were revised and codified. In the pream-
ble, after recounting the efforts of his father as well as his
own to suppress heresy, Henry declared that  the errov went
on inereasing day by day and hour by hour;” that it was
“like the plague, so contagious that in many large cities it
had infected the majority of the inhabitants, men and women
of every station, and even the little children had sucked in
the poison;” and that he saw no hope of amendment except
by employing the severest measures “to overcome the willful-
ness and obstinaey of that wretehed seet, and to purge and

* About the same time another cdict forbade the faithful to send money to
Rome.--Lacretelle.

C
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clear the kingdom of them.” 'The magistrates were, there-
fore, ordered to search unceasingly for hereties, and to make
domiciliary visits in quest of forbidden books (among which
the Latin Bible of Robert Stephens was included).* This
edict made denuneiation a trade by giving the informer one-
third of the heretic’s confiscated property, and farther enact-
ed that a person acquitted of heresy in any ordinary court of
justice might be again tried before an ecclesiastical tribunal,
and vice versd, thus depriving the poor Reformer of all chance
of escape. Every suspected person was required to possess
a certificate of orthodoxy, and even intercession on behalf of
convicted heretics was made penal. These severities—though
they were called “too lenient” by the pope—drove the Re-
formed to emigrate in such numbers in spite of all attempts
to stop them, that a president of the Parliament of Bordeaux
wrote to Montmorency expressing his alarm at seeing on the
one hand the emigration inereasing every day, and on the
other the great progress made by Calvinism. DBut the king
was not to be moved from his purpose. “In God’s cause,”
he said, “every one should be ready to put his shoulder to
the wheel.” A very proper sentiment, only we must be sure
that the cause is of God. When the Parliament of Paris
registered the edict of Chateaubriant, they compared Ilenry
to Numa, “quod Numa primus condidit templum fidei.”
The decree was earried out with extreme severity all over the
kingdom, but particularly in Saumur, Lyons, Nimes, Toulouse,
Paris, Guyenne, Bresse, and Champagne.

In Poitou and Anjou the fires of persecution blazed
fiercely. Of three pastors at Angers two were burned alive,
and of the flock six were put to ‘death, and thirty-four who

* On the 19th June, 1551, the papal nuncio represented to the king that
he “must forbid the printing and circulation of all heretieal books. . . . If
vour majesty fail to punish these damnable writers, the evil may proceed so
far as to defy all remedy.”—Raunmer, i. 262. The severitics of the Chateau-
briant ediet proving ineffoctnal, it was deelared by another edict (27th May,
1558), that the illegal printing of any book on religion would be punished
by ¢¢ confiscation de corps et de biens,”
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fled were burned as they were caught. The Reformed medi-
tated taking up arms in self-defense, but were strongly ad-
vised by Calvin not to do so, and they obeyed. DBut the trial
of their endurance must have been severe; for so great was
the terrorism toward the end of 1556 that the Reformed
ceased from writing to one another, or if they wrote, directed
their letters, “To the brethren whom we dare not name lest
they should suffer harm.”

In other parts of France, especially in the south and centre,

the Reformers suffered less. At Le Puy the discontent first
showed itself in the destruction of a venerated crucifix during
the Holy Week. The sacrilege was atoned for by a solemn
procession. The shops were closed, all work ceased, the bells
rang out noisily from the great belfry, and the priests in a
long line climbed the steep and narrow streets of that gloomy-
looking town, up that giant flight of one hundred and cight-
cen steps to the grand portal of the cathedral. On this lofty
platform the procession halted—not to admire the wide pros-
pect that now charms every traveler—but to chant the peni-
tential psalms before entering that old grey temple. The
Dbells, which had ceased their monotonous din during’ this sol-
emn moment, now pealed out joyously. The priests took off
the emblems of mourning which they had worn until this
moment, and entered the ecathedral, the citizens following,
each man in his own guild. The very next night a similar
outrage occurred, and as the real culprits could not be found,
two men were burned for heresy, their tongues having been
first torn out (July, 1552). But “justice” was not overpre-
cise in its nomenclature in those days, for we find two thieves
who'stole a chalice put to death as heretics, and two coiners
of base money suffered a like fate. In 1555 two “most ras-
cally hereties” were burned to death in the midst of a pile of
“pestilent books from Geneva.” Oh, those books! how tyr-
anny and falsehood hate them ! :
Two years later a wretched pedlar was convicted of selling
“the damnable writings of Calvin,” and his execution order-
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ed to take place on one of the chief festivals of the Chureh—
that of Corpus Christi. It was a bright morning in summer.
The walls of the houses were hung with drapery and the win-

, dows filled with spectators, while the procession moved along
more like a Roman trinmph than a Christian celebration. Mu-
sic led the way, the guilds followed with their insignia, next
eame the religions brotherhood with their banners, while
troops of boys and girls, all dressed in white, scattered roses
and burned ineense. The elergy in their costliest robes fol-
lowed next, escorting the IXoly Sacrament, which the bishop
held up to be seen and worshiped by all. Again eame
white-robed youths and maidens, and last of all the poor ped-
lar in a shirt of sacking. He was barefoot, carried a lighted
taper in his hand, and the rope was round his neck. Every
time the procession halted, the wretched man fell on his
knees and made the amende honorable, according to the terms
of his sentence, This long agony lasted five hours, until at
length the martyr was.committed to the fire.

After this the hercties of Velay, where this mournful
tragedy had been enacted, grew bolder and began to assemble
“in open day in fields, gardens, barns, no matter where. . . .
Their preachers were butchers, bricklayers, publieans, and
other venerable doctors of that sort,” says a contemporary
manuseript.  The populace jeered and hooted at them as
they went to their meetings, and the Reformers retaliated by
fastening rosaries to their dogs’ necks, and breaking the images
of Our Lady, calling them “ useless logs.” Sometimes the per-
sons who thus insulted the established religion were discov-
ered and punished, but- heresy flonrished nevertheless. The
heretics banded together and entered into a covenant of mu-
tual aid. They established a sort of bencfit club, elected
leaders, collectors, and treasurers, bought arms and ammuni-
tion, and kept themselves ready for all eventunalities. The so-
ciety numbered about four hundred—all resolute men, and

-strong enough to ensure freedom of worship—at least for a
time.
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Confiscations, imprisonment, and death having failed to
purge the kingdom of heresy, the Cardinal of Lorraine
suggested (in 1555) a new edict, by virtue of which all per-
sons convicted of heresy by the eeclesiastical judges should
be punished according to the magnitude of the crime withont
appeal, and proposed the appointment of Ory as “inquisitor
of the faith in France;” * but bishops and Parliament alike
protested against it. The magistrates were especially offend-
ed at having a court set over them, before which they were
liable to be tried. President Seguier remonstrated to the
Council in language worthy of the occasion: “ Ve abhor the
establishment of a tribunal of blood, where secret accusa-
tion takes the place of proof; where the accused is deprived
of every natural means of defense, and where no juliciary
form is respected. Commence, Sire, by giving the nation an
edict which will not cover your kingdom with burning piles,
or be wetted with the tears and blood of your faithful sub-
jects.” He suggested that instead of employing fire and
sword to establish and extend religion, they should try the
same means that had been employed to found it, namely,
“the revival of pure doctrine, combined with the exempla-
ry lives of the clergy.” Henry received the advice courte-
ously, and the edict was not enforced.

It might be supposed that there was little to choose between
the Inquisition and the Chambres Ardentes; but the differ-
ence was vital. From the sentence of the Inquisition, which
derived its authority from the Iloly See, there could be no ap-
peal. . Its victims were handed over to the secular arm, and
not even the king had power to come between them and
death.t ~ But it was a fundamental principle of the French

* Matthew Ory, of the order of Preaching Friars, had been invited from
Italy by Cardinal de Tournon, and by letters patent of Francis L (30th May,
1536) permitted to exereise the office of inquisitor at Lyons, in which post
he was confirmed by the edict of Henry IL. {22d June, 1550).

1 On this point sce the continuation of Longucval’s Hist. Eylise Gall, by
J. M. Prat (4to, 1847), t. xix. p. 96.
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law that the king alone, as supreme head of the sta‘;e, had the
power of life and death over the subjects of the state; and
that all appeals should be heard and decided by lay judges.®
In the next reign we shall find the great Chaneellor I’ Hépital
declaring the edict of Romorantin with all its harshness and
restrictions to be more merciful than any copy of the Sp‘\msh
tribunals of -blood eould be.

The cardinal was not a man to be daunted by this repulse,
and in April, 1557, he procured a bull from Pius IV. ordering
the establishment of an inquisitorial tribunal of which himself
and the Cardinals of Bourbon and Chatillon were named di-
rectors, with aunthority to set up new courts of bishops and
doctors of divinity, with full power to arrest, imprison, and
put to death, without regard to rank or quality, all persons sus-
pected of heresy. The king seems to have been as eager as
the cardinal to obtain this bull, his embassador at Rome being
ordered to press the matter as “the only means of extirpating
false doetrine.”t The pope also sent Henry a sword and hel-

+ ®met as symbols of the war he had declared against heresy.
‘We shall see ere long to what use the sword was put. Again
the Parliament stood forward and resisted the establishment
of the irresponsible tribunal. If their motives were selfish,
their objeet was good, and farther proceedings were adjourn-
ed for a'year. It is possible too that Henry yielded from op-
position of another kind, having discovered that the new doc-
trines had made greater progress than he had imagined among
the nobles; who were not the men to suffer patiently like poor
scholars and mechanics. A certain amount of toleration was
therefore conceded, until the treaty of Cateau-Cambresis made
persecution an international duty.

Although the persecution never ceased in France during the

* ¢ L'autorité et souveraineté tant dn roi que de sa conronne serait grande-
ment diminuce qnand les snjets natnrels du roi seraient prévenus et entre-
pris par un official ou inquisiteur.”—Ffist. des Martyrs. f. 463.

t Minute of Sceretary Ribier, p. 677; Sismondi, xviii. p. 59. See nlso
Belcarius : Rer. Gall. Comment. p. 868.
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reign of .Henry II., there were intervals of reaction when the
fires burned dim and the sword of the exeentioner hung idle on
the wall. These were usnally connected with the foreign pol-
icy of the government—a subject not within the scope of
these pages. It may be sufficient to mention generally that
as the basis of every diplomatic arrangement with the Pope,
the Emperor, or the King of Spain, was the extirpation of her-
esy, so a certain toleration aceorded to hereties was a means
of showing dissatisfaction with one or all of those three posw-
ers. The furions outburst of perseeution which ocenrred at
the period we have now reached, may be partly traced to the
changes that had taken place in foreign countries. Mary was
fiercely persecuting her English subjects, Cranmer having
atoned for his weaknesses by his heroic martyrdom in 1556 ;
Philip II. had succeeded to the throne of Spain and re-enact-
ed his father’s eruel ediet of 1550; and Paunl IV, the restorer
of the Inquisition, sat in St. Peter’s chair. France was at war
with Spain and had suffered many reverses ; Franeis, Duke of
Guise, was unsuceessful in Italy, where Alva, as yet unstained
by blood, was earrying all before him ; while on the northern
frontier the Constable Montmorency tried in vain to make
head against the impetuous attacks of Emmanuel Philibert
of Savoy, who commanded the Spanish troops in Flanders.
Philibert laid siege to St. Quentin, where Admiral Coligny
held out stubbornly against overwhelming odds. Montmo-
rency marched to the relief of the city and re-enforced the gar-
rison by 500 soldiers, under the command of Andelot, but suf-
fered a bloody defeat (10th Angust, 1557) a few hours after-
ward, when his cavalry was routed and his infantry cut to
pieces. IIe himself was wounded and made prisoner, along
with Marshal St. André.  So complete was the rout, so erush-
ing the defeat—the severest that France had received since
the battle of Agincourt—that the Parisians trembled lest the
conqueror should appear before their gates. More than once
has that beantiful eity been spared by the proerastination of
a victorious enemy, and the fear of driving a gallant nation to

.
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extremity. The fortress of St. Quentin fell on the 2%th
August, Coligny and his brother Andelot being made prison-
ers.

Such national disasters were regarded as a judgment from
heaven, and the evangelicals were made the scape-goats.
Priests went into the pulpit and inflamed the passions of their
ignorant hearers by the coarsest vituperations. “ God is pun-
ishing us,” they shouted, “because we have not avenged his
honor,” and the populace yiclding to the superstitious impulse
caught up the cry.* They soon had an opportunity of putting
into practice the lesson they had been taught. On the night
of the 4th September, 1557, a number of adherents of the
new religion, amounting to three or four hundred, assembled
at a private house in the suburbs on the left bank of the riv-
er for the purpose of united worship. The men belonged
chiefly to the upper classes, and the women were of good fam-
ilies, some of them being ladies in attendance on the queen.}
The service had been conducted in quiet, the Lord’s-supper
#dministered, and the congregation was about to separate when
they found the strect—the Rue St. Jacques—blockaded by a
furious mob bearing torches and armed with every weapon
they could catch up. “Death to the traitors ! down with the
Lutherans!” they shouted, as they rushed to the door and
tried to force an entrance. They were kept at bay by a few
resolute gentlemen who, by their rank, were entitled to carry
swords, while the women and the eclders sought to escape
through the garden which opened into the fields. But every

* ¢ Txistimant omnis publicze cladis, omnis popularis incommodi Chris-
tianos esse eansam. - Si Tiberis ascendit in meenia, si Nilus non aseendit in
arva, siccelum stetit, si terra movet, si fames) si lues, statim—Christianos
ad leonem !"—Tertullian, Apol c. 40.

t Pasquier: Lettres, p. 195 (ed. Arras. 1598) says it happened in August,
three days after the battle of St. Laurent, before the walls of St. Quentin,

which was taken six wecks later.  But these letters were written for effect
—many of” them some time after the events they rccord. Drion (Chronol.)
says ‘“May.”

{ Her favorite, Madame de Crussol, Duchess of Usez, held the Reformed
opinions.

S
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outlet was guarded and all opportunity of flight cut off.
What was to be done? Death, a horrible death at the hands
of the mob, appeared imminent. The only chance of safety
lay in seeking the protection of the magistrates before the
city gates were opened, and all the ruffianism of Paris was let
loose upon them. With this intent a few gallant gentlemen
volunteered to attempt to reach the Iotel de Ville, the others
remaining to guard the helpless women and old men. Sud-
denly the door of the house was thrown open and the desper-
ate little band rushed out and cut its way through the crowd
with the loss of only one of their number. Throughout the
long night those left behind waited in trembling apprehension
for the dawn. They prayed to God for support, and some-
times one of their number would read a consolatory chapter
from the Bible, the yells of the populace frequently drowning
the voice of the reader.

Day-light came at last, but it brought no relief. The doors
were forced, and the unarmed worshipers would have been
torn to pieees, when a detachment of the eity guard arrived®
and took them off to prison, saving many of them for a still
crueler death. As the lielpless eaptives were dragged through
the streets, the mob reviled and east mud at them. On reach-
ing the Chatelet, they were thrust into filthy dungeons from
whieh the vilest eriminals had been removed to make room for
them; where the light of day hardly penetrated, and where
“they could neither sit nor lie down, they were so erowded.” *

The Reformed Churelr of Paris was in a pitiable state, so
many of its members being in peril of their lives. Extra-
ordinary prayers wvere offered up in every family for the de-
livery of the martyrs, and a remonstrance drawn up by the
elders was presented to the king, who put it aside unnoticed.
But (strange to say!) there was no eager haste to punish the
prisoners any farther, the example of their seizure having
frightened many back to orthodoxy. But orthodox agitators

* Bonnet: Lettres de Calein, ii. 125, note.’ Letter from Fr. Morel. The
prisoners were 120 to 130 in number. -



42 MASSACRE OF ST. BARTHOLOMEW.

were busily at work to keep up thé popular excitement and
prevent the eseape of the captives. The heretics and all who
would shelter them were veliemently denounced from the pul-
pit, and inflammatory placards were stuck on every wall. A
verse from one of these, posted all over Paris on Christmas
day, 1557, will show the style in which the popular fury was
stirred against the “ Lutherans.”
: Paris, en ce temps froidurcux

Que les nuits sont longues et fraiches,

Tu dois bien veiller sur tous eeux

Qui font aupres de toi des préches.

Si, de bref, tu ne les dépéches,

Jamais paix n’auront les chrétiens ;

Car eeux que tu souffres et tiens

Te eanseront tant de courroux,

ke Que tu divas, toy et les tiens :

Montagnes, tombez dessus nous.

When the excitement had abated, and the affair was alinost
forgotten, the prisoners of the Rue St. Jacques were brought
to trial. Their lives were forfeited by the mere faet of their
presence at an unlawful assembly, and the alternative of re-
cantation or death was presented to them; but they would
not yield an inch. They found that man’s weakness was
God’s strength,

Among the captives was Philippa de Lunz, a woman of
good family, a widow, and only twenty-two years old. She
was interrogated several times, but her answers were such as
to destroy all hope of pardon. On the 27th September, 1558,
more than a year after her imprisonment, she was led out to
death, in eompany with Nicholas Clinet or Clivet, a school-
master, and Taurin Gravelle, an advocate, both elders in the
Reformed Church. Before they were placed in the tumbrel
that was to carry them to the stake in the Place Maubert,
they were to have their tongues cut out, to prevent their pray-
ing aloud or addressing the people on the road to death. The
two men suffered this eruel mutilation without a groan.
Turning to Philippa, the executioner roughly bade her put out
her tongue. She did so immediately. Even he was struck by
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her intrepidity : “Come! that’s well, truande,” he said ; “you
are not afraid then?” “AsI do not fear for my body,” she
replied, “ why should I fear for my tongue?” The knife
flashed an instant before her eyes and her tongue fell to the
ground: She was then thrust into the cart at the feet of her
two companions and bound to the same chain, Before leaving
the prison she had taken off her widow’s weeds and put on
the best garments left her, saying: “ Why should I not re-
joice? Iam going to meet my husband.”

Around a pile of faggots in the Place Maubert there had
collected all that was vilest in Paris, dancing and ecalling out
for blood, just as some two hundred years later a similar mob
danced round the vietims of the guillotine. The king is said
to have been a spectator of the horrible scene that followed.
It was Philippa’s fate to look on while her two companions
were burned to death—to witness their horrible eonvulsions,
and hear the shrieks which the mounting flames extorted from
them. But even this did not shake her faith, which found
support in earnest prayer. And now her turn had come; the
executioners roughly seized her with their strong arms,
shamefully tearing her clothes, and held her over the hot ashes
until her feet were burned to the bone. Then with a horrible
refinement of cruelty the savage torturers hung her head-
downward in the fire, until the scalp was burned off and her
eyes scorched out. After that she was strangled, and heaven
received another saint.

A few days later four more of the prisoners suffered death
at the same place. One of them, as he opened the shutter
of his cell on the morning of his exeecution, that he might be-
hold the sunrise onee more, exclaimed : “How glorious it will
be when we are exalted above all this.”

One of Calvin’s noblest letters was written at this time to
the prisoners still remaining in the Chételet, and more partie-
ularly to the women, whom he exhorted to imitate the strength
and faith of Madame de Lunz: “If men are weak and easily
troubled,” he said, “the weakness of your sex is still greater,
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according to the order of nature. But God, that worketh in
weak vessels, will show forth his strength in the infirmity of
his people. . . . He who sets us in the battle supplies us from
time to time with the necessary arms, and gives us skill to use
them. . . . Consider how great were the excellences and
firmness of the women at the death of our Lord Jesus Christ.
When the apostles had forsaken him, they still remained by
him with marvelous constaney, and a woman was his messen-
ger to inform them of his resurrection, which they could nci-
ther believe nor understand. If he so honored them at that
time and gave them such excellence, do you think he has less
power now, or that he has changed his mind ¥  Calvin show-
ed that his was not. a barren sympathy by making every effort
to induce the cantons of Berne and Zurich and the German
princes to intercede in behalf of the poor prisoners. Their
intercession prevailed to save such as remained alive. The
doors of the Chitelet were thrown open: the younger prison-
ers were transferred to monasteries from which they easily es-
caped ; while others obtained a full pardon after making an
ambiguous confession of faith before the bishop’s officers.
Pope Paul IV. complained bitterly of this moderation, and de-
clared that he was not astonished at the bad state of affairs in
France, now that the king trusted more in the support of her-
ctics than in the protection of heaven.*

Not only did the severe measures we have described fail of
their effect, after the first alarm had passed away, but the re-
formed doctrines made so many new converts that Beza, writ-
ing to his friend Bullinger about this time, declared * that the
king must either destroy entire cities, or make some conces-
sion .to the truth.”t The severity exercised upon the mar-
tyrs of the Rue St. Jacques had overleaped itself. A contem-
porary historian and a Romanist. says, that such mournful
sights disturbed many simple souls, who could not forbear

* Raynald : Ann, Eeccles. ad an. 1557 ; Sarpi : Concil. Trent, lib. v. No. 33.
+ « Ant integras urbes absumere ant veritati locum aliqgnem concedere.”—
Baum: Leben Beza's,i. p. 453.
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thinking that the men and women who could undergo such
tortures with calmness and resolution must have truth on
their side, and he adds with tonching simplicity, “They
could not contain their tears, their hearts wept as well as their
eyes.)” *

The summer of 1558 witnessed a singular protest against
the persecuting and obstructive policy of the Church. It as-
sumed a form, and was carried out witll a pertinacity and a
malice peculiarly French. Clement Marot, the earliest ‘of
French poets and a favorite of the late king, had translated
some of the Psalms of David into verse, which immediately
became popular. They sold faster than they could be print-
ed. I'rancis I. quoted them on his dying-bed,} and by his
order the translator had presented a copy of his first series of
thirty to Charles V., who rewarded him for it and pressed
him to continue it.} The ladies and gentlemen of the French
court took a strange delight in singing them, but not always
to the most appropriate tunes. The martyrs of Meaux had
sung them at the stake. Henry II., when dauphin, was foud
of singing them; and on one occasion, when recévering from
an illness, he had them chanted to him by his choristers,
with the accompaniment of “lutes,viols, spinnets, and flutes.”
His favorite was the 128th Psalm: Blessed s every one that
Jeareth the Lord, which he is reported to have set to music.
Cathierine had her favorite: O ZLord, rebuke me not in thine
anger ; that of Diana of Poitiers was the solemn De Profun-
dis (Ps. 120). The King of Navarre selected the 43d : Judyge
me, O Lord; and even Charles IX., at a much later period,
used to repeat, As pants the hart ; probably because of its allu-
sion to the chase. The Protestants of France sang them at all
times, and as neither the music nor the words could be con-
demned as heretical, § they were sung when no other mode of

* ¥lorimond de Remond : ITist. des Martyrs, fol. 395.

t Strada: De Bello Bely. dec. i.lib. 3.
- 1 Marot translated fifty, Beza the remainder.

§ Somewhat later (in 1561) the Sorbonne formally declared the singing
of Psalms not contrary to the Catholie faith,
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divine worship was practicable. Thus when the citizens took
their evening walk in the Pré aux Cleres,* the Hyde Park of
those days, some student or Reformer would strike up one of
Marot’s Psalms, in whieh they would all join. Many may
have done this out of pure bravado, but others out of love for
the truths they contained. The King and Queen of Navarre
were fond of that pleasant promenade by the river-side, and
took delight in listening to this multitudinous singing.

These things cease to move us now, not because we are less
religious, but because we are less demonstrative, and there is
no opposition to force us into an external display of our faith.
There have always been occasions when large bodies of men
have tried to conceal or perhaps to alleviate their excitement
by singing. Cromwell’s troopers thundered out a Psalm as
they marched up the breach at Dunkirk, and the Girondins
sang the Marseillaise as they stood at the foot of the guillo-
tine.

But there was something more than this in the sudden pop-
ularity which Marot’s Psalms acquired among all classes. It
was the revival of an old Christian custom; it popularized a
new mode of worship. In the earlier and purer days of the
Church, singing had been congregational ; but it had long
since beecome the business of priest and chorister solely. The
old tunes had grown obsolete, and airs wedded to mundane
songs had been introduced into the Church service. “The
Miserere is chanted to a jig-tune,” said a Catholic writer.
Other influences, many of them sacerdotal, were at work to
widen the interval between the priest and his flock—to reduee
public worship into a sort of theatrical performance in which
he and his collcagues were the actors, and the others the spee-
tators and listeners. -~ But if the people did not sing at chureh,
there is ample evidence that they sang at home ; and it is prob-
ably owing to this circamstance that we possess so many part-

* The Pré aox Cleres exists no longer, not even in name. It was a pleas-

ant meadow on the banks of the Seine, between the abbey of St. Germain
des Prés and the Invalides.
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songs in our old musie-books. It is one of the glories of the
Reformation that it gave a religious character to these songs.
Luther and Calvin both saw how music might be employed to
advance the truth, and neglected no opportunity of recom-
mending the study of singing. Luther had but a poor opin-
ion of a school-master who could not sing, and ranked musie
next to theology. ¢ It has been commanded unto all men,” he
said, “ to propagate the word of God by every possible means,
not merely by speech, but by writing, painting, sculpture,
psalms, songs, and musical instruments.” e composed many
. tunes : these and the chorales of Senfel penetrated into France,
and German airs form the basis of a large part of the French
hymnal. Calvin took no less pains at Geneva, and the tunes
composed by his desire were distributed by thousands, each
part being printed separately to facilitate their execution.
Even Catholies were to be found using these Protestant seores
—a practice which Florimond de Remond, the historian of
heresy, bitterly condemns: “The wise world—stupidly wise
in this—which judges of things by outward appearance only,
praised this kind of amusement, not seeing that under this
chant, or rather new enchantment, a thousand pernicious nov-
elties crept into their souls.”* The time came, however, when
even psalm-singing was interdicted. At Bourges, in-April,
1559, the Reformed began to hold open-air meetings, similar to
those at Paris, to the great annoyance of the orthodox, who
caused proclamation to be made forbidding the singing of
Psalms under pain of death, and a gibbet was erected, in ter-
rorem, in the middle of the promenade (the Pré Fichault) ;
but even that grim monitor failed to terrify the Reformers into
submission. In the Velay, the opposition was equally deter-
mined. The very day an order was issued forbidding the
people to sing the Psalms of that “sacrilegious apostate,” Ma-
rot, the heretics, “fearing neither God, pope, king, law, nor
justice, sang them all the louder.”t

* [Tist. Ieres. f. 1033.
t ¢ Criant par dépit comme crieurs d’oublies.”—JfS. de Médicis.
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‘Meanwhile both France and Spain had grown weary of the
war, and a treaty of peace was concluded at Cateau-Cambre-
sis (3d April, 1559), France agreeing to give up all her con-
quests. Indeed that country was exhausted, and her treasury
empty, and there was little hope that the people would submit
to additional taxation. Thilip II. on his part was equally
glad to put an end to hostilities, which prevented him from
turning his attention to the progress of heresy in the Low
Countries. The treaty was regarded by the Reformers as
“disgraceful and injurious to the kingdom,” and with our
subsequent knowledge we may add, full of danger to the Re-
formers themselves. During the necgotiations, which lasted
from January to April, the Duke of Guise and the Cardinal
of Lorraine had sought a private interview with the Spanish
Minister Granvelle, Bishop of Arras, at Peronne, in which
they expressed their devotion to Spain, and entered into a
league for the extirpation of heresy in Navarre, France, and
the Netherlands.* What after-thought there may have been
in the cardinal’s mind is uncertain, but he had probably hoped
for the support of Spain in the ambitious views of his family
upon the erown of France.

The treaty had been concluded in opposition to the advice
of the Guises, who consequently fell into disgrace at court,
while the constable triumphed. Henry seems, indeed, never
to have liked the Lorraine family, and his fecling toward
them is strongly marked in a letter he wrote to Montmorency,
then a prisoner: “Ihave been constrained to create the Duke
of Guise lieutenant-general ; also affairs have now eompelled
me to conclude the marriage of the dauphin with the duke’s
niece (Mary Stuart), and likewise to do many other things.

* This probably is what the English commissioner alludes to, when writ-
ing in January, 1559, hesays: ‘“There was an appointment made between
the late pope, the King of Spain, and the French king, for the joining of
their forces together for the snppression of religion.”—Forbes: Full View of
the Public Transactions in the Reign of Queen Elizabeth, i. p. 196 (fol. Lond.
1740). »
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Time, however, m’en fera raison.”* ~ By the treaty the Cardi-
nal of Lorraine lost three sees, and he swore to be avenged of
Montmorenecy and the admiral. In this he so far succeeded,
with the help of Diana of Potiers, who worked upon the king
by stories of the inerease of heresy, that the persecution which
had been suspended by the war (exeept in the affair of the
Rue St. Jacques), broke out again, and was condueted with
more regularity. :

The Parliament of France was originally, like the Parlia-
ment of England, a national council with functions both legis-
lative and judicial.t In the course of time a separation of
classes and powers took place: in England the judieial power
fell into disuse, and the Parliament became a mere legislative
body; in France, the Parliament lost its legislative authority,
and subsided into a high court of justice of last resort, and a
court of revenue. It consisted of a fixed number of chureh-
men, lay peers, and couneillors—all equal in voiee and author-
ity. Each provinee had its independent Parliament, over
which that of Paris asserted, but was rarely able to enforee, its
authority. In the early days of the new religious movement,
the Parliament of Paris was hardly less hostile than the Sor-
bonne to the new doetrines; but as time rolled on and the
principles of the Reform were better known, the Parliament
became divided in opinion. As in all similar bodies, there
were three parties: those who sympathized with the religious
reform movement, those who were opposed to it, and those
who, either from policy or coldness of temper, floated between
the two. o this party belonged the elder De Thou, Harlay,
and Seguier, all members of the Tournelle,  On the last
Wednesday in April, 1559, Bourdin, the king’s proctor-gener-
al, made a proposition that as the laws were enforced so irreg-
ularly—the Grand Chamber burning hereties implacably, the

* Vauvilliers, i. p. 89.

+ During the period embraced in this volume there were only ecight Par-
liaments, those of Paris, Toulouse, Grenoble, Bordeaux, Dijon, Rouen, Aix,
Rennes.

D
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Tournelle only banishing them, to the great scandal of justice
—the two courts should come to some arrangement by which
uniformity of action would be insured. Iach judge gave his
opinion, and tliere was naturally great diversity of sentiment.
Arnauld du Ferrier proposed the convocation of a general
council for the settlement of all religious controversies, and that
in the mean time all measures against the Reformed should be
suspended. This learned lawyer, like many others of his day,
not only did not appear to contemplate the possibility of the|
Romish and the Reformed religions existing quietly side by
side in France, but thought the differences between the two
were so trifling that unior might be restored by a few mutual
concessions. Arnauld’s proposal was supported by a majority
of the meeting,* and, among- others, by Anthony Fumdée,
whose father -and grandfather had filled the highest judicial
offices. He not only vindicated. the Calvinistic interpretation
of the doctrine of the Lord’s-supper, but advised an address
to the king, praying him to summon a general council, in which
all erroneous doctrines should be exposed, and all heresies con-
demned ; and that the persecution of those who held hetero-
dox opinions upon secondary points should cease: The mat-
ter began to look so serious that the Duchess of Valentinois
urged Henry II. “to hang half a dozen at least of the coun-
cillors as heretics,” and show Spain (with whom the marriage-
treaty between Philip II. and Isabella was going on) that he
was firm in the faith, and would not tolerate heresy. The Car-
dinal of Lorraine strongly advised a similar course; while
Marshal Vieilleville tried to dissuade the king: ¢ Sire,” he
said,* if you think of going to play the theologian or inquisitor,
we ust get the cardinal to come. and teach us how to hold
our lances in tho tournament.”t But the churchman prevail-
ed ;. not, however, until the king was-threatened with the an-
ger of God if he refused a Mercurial against those free-think-
ing lawyers. ‘These. Mercurials were assemblics of the Parlia-

¥ La vraie Hist: de la Proc. contre Du Bourg. : Mém. de Condé, i.220.
t Mem. de Vieilleville, p. 705 (Panthéon Litt.)
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ment held on Wednesday (diés Mercurit), at which the mem-.
bers of that body were censured for any thing they might
have done contrary to their dignity or duty. The word was
afterward extended to the censure or judgment itself. On
the 15th June, 1559, “after dinner” (about noon) Henry, at-
tended by the Cardinals of Lorraine and Guise, unexpectedly
entered the great hall of the Augustines’ convent, where the
sittings of Parliament wére temporarily held, just as the coun-
cillors were discussing the means of settling a uniform juris-
prudence in heretical matters.*  After taking his seat, the
king said: “I desire to secure the repose of my kingdom,
and the maintenance. of religion. Having concluded a peace
abroad, I will not have it disturbed at home by religious dis-
orders. For this reason-I am eome among you, that I may
hear what is your opinion about the present religious differ-
ences, and know why you have not carried out my edicts con-
straining the judges to condemn all Lutherans to  death.”
Undismayed by the king’s presence, the moderate party de-
fended what they had done. Louis-du Faur acknowledged
that the present troubles were eaused by religion, but he add-
ed: “We must trace them back to their sourge, lest we be
exposed to the reproach the prophet Elijah made to King
Ahab : ¢TI have not troubled Israel, but thoun and thy father’s
house’”  Anne du Bourg was equally bold in his language :
“There are certain crimes,” he said, “ that deserve to be pun-
ishéd without mercy ; such are .adaltery, blasphemy, and per-
jury, which are countenanced ‘daily by men of disorderly life
and infamous amours. But of what do men accuse those who
are handed over to the exceutioner ? of treason? . . . . They
never omit the nameof the king from their prayers. What
revolt have they headed ? what sedition have they stirred up ?
What! beeause they have discovered, by the light. of Holy
Seripture, the great viees and the scandalous offenses of the

* The date is uncertainl; some give the 10th March, but the discussion

did not begin until the 26th April. Felice says the 10th Angust, which
must be a misprint; '
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Roman Church—because they have petitioned for a reform:
is that an offense worthy of the stake?” The king trembled
with anger, but listened with pleasure to the first president,
Gilles le Maistre, who advised him to treat the new sectarians
as the Albigenses had been treated by Philip Augustus, who
burned six hundred of them in one day; and the Vaundois by
Francis 1., who killed them in their own houses, or stifled them
in the caverns to which they had fled for refuge.* Henry
closed the sitting by reprimanding the judges for their laxness
in administering the laws against heresy, and ordered Du Faur
and Du Bourg to be arrested—the first for having spoken of
Ahab, the second for condemning adultery, both of which the
king applied to himself. Montgomery, captain of the royal
archers, seized the two lawyers and conveyed them to the Bas-
tille. This was the same Montgomery who was shortly to be
the innocent cause of Henry’s death, and some years later to
die on the scaffold as a heretic and traitor. The two prison-
ers were put into separate dungeons, and denied the use of pa-
per, ink, and books, or communication with their friends.
The king, unwilling to leave them to be tried before an ordi-
nary tribunal, appointed a commission to hear and condemn
them, unless they retracted, and swore he would have them
burned before his eyes.

Du Bourg’s arrest was not a solitary act of persecution.
By the treaty of Cateau-Cambresis, Henry and Philip had
bound themselves to maintain the Catholic Worship inviolate,
to assemble a general council, and to extinguish heresy in
their respective dominions.t To William of Orange, rightly
surnamed the Taeiturn, then a hostage for the duc exccution
of the treaty, the king imparted the secret of these negotia-
tions with the King of Spain.} William listened, but held

* Throckmorton to Queen, 19th June, 1559, gives an aceount of this' re-
markable sitting, in which the Cardinal of Lorraine displayed his usual vio-
Jence of language. Foibes: Full Tiew, i. p. 126,

+ Abb¢ Caveyrac says: ¢ Itwas his fixed intention to destroy the Protest-

ants.”—Apologie de Louis XIV. p. 33.
1 Groen van Prinsterer: Anchives, Ser. 1. 1841, vol. i. p- 34, The plot
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his peace, and it was probably his knowledge of this projeet-
ed massacre—delayed for thirteen years—that eonverted him
into the liberator of the Netherlands.

The violence with which the storm of perseeution raged
may be conceived from a few isolated examples. The edicts
were enforced with such vigor that the Reformed feared to
meet in groups of more than twenty or thirty at a time. In
some places they ceased altogether to assemble, or else they
met in the woods and fields, in eaves and quarries. Great
mystery was used in summoning the faithful together. On
the evenings when there was to be a sermon, a man would go
through the streets and whistle the signal. If there was rea-
son to fear the watch or patrol, the summoner carried a lan-
tern of a peculiar form, and passed along without uttering a
word. The worshipers erept muffled up to the place assign-
ed, where they sang in -a supressed voice one of Marot’s
Psalms, prayed, and then separated, often without any ser-
mon. It was this meeting by night which gave a substance
to the licentious and ealumnious stories told of the Reformed.*

The Parliament of Bordeanx received instructions to hold
the “grand jours,” or speeial assize, at Saintes, not that they
might listen to the grievances of the people, as was the an-
cient enstom, but to operate on a large scale against heresy.
When all the prisons in Saintonge were crammed, the rest of
the heretics were.sent to Bordeaux. In order to remove the
odinm under whieh they labored, the Reformers of France re-
solved to draw up a confession of their faith, and lay it before
the king, begging Anthony of Navarre, Governor of Gui-
enne, to present it, adding that they were prepared, if neces-
sary, “one and all to seal their faith with their blood.” But
Anthony objected, and like a true man of the world as he

was first made known in the Apology published by-the Prince of Orange.
Alva said that Henry had made peace, ‘¢ para que el quedasse Ia mano li-
bera para remediar lo.”—Gachard, ii. p. 181 ; Raynald: Ann. Eccles.

* Du Puis, a Jacobite priest, asserted ¢‘qu’ leur préche les femmes s'aban-
donnaient,” etc. Sce Flocquet : Iist. parl. de Normandie, ii. p. 365.
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always was, advised them to keep quiet and let the storm
blow over. It was in cirenmstances such as these—in the
“ midst of burning piles, and gibbets erected in every corner
of the city”—that the first Protestant synod met in Paris
(May, 1559), and continued sitting four days. Francis Mo-
rel, sire of Collonges, a gentleman by birth, and now pastor
of the metropolitan church, was their president. Not more
than a dozen provincial churches—there is a slight diserep-
ancy in the numbers—sent deputies ; but, being earnest men,
they soon succeeded in giving French Protestantism the
organization which it has preserved, with few trifling excep-
tions, until the present day. The church in Paris bhad been
the first to organize itself: with pastor, elders, and deacons,*
and the. example was speedily followed by many provineial
cities ; but these churehes were all isolated, and it was felt
that by uniting into one body, they would be stronger against
their enemies, as well as richer in the divine graces.

In thus assembling together the deputies carried their lives
in -their hands, for, by an edict then in foree, all preachers
found. in the kingdom were to be put to death. But, unde-
terred by peril, they drew up a Confession of Faith and a
Book of Discipline, each consisting of forty articles. In the
former the doctrine:of non:resistance was laid down with a
thoroughness somewhat startling. Thus the fortieth article
says : “ We must obey the laws and ordinances, pay tribute,
tax, and other dues, and bear the yoke of subjection with good
and hearty will, even should the magistrates be infidels. . .
Furthermore, we detest.those who would reject superiori-
ties, set up a community of goods, and overthrow the order
of justice.” The synod clenched these doctrines by reference
to Matthew xvii. 24, and Aets vi. 17-19. Calvin’s opinions
on this point arc briefly shown in one of his scrmons deliv-
cered three or four years later : * All principalities are types of

* This organization was to a great extent the work cf a gentleman of

Maine, by name La Ferriére, who had removed to Paris to escape religious
surveillance (1535).
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the kingdom of Jesus Christ; we must hold them precious,
and pray God to make them prosper.”* Yet the ecclesias-
tical constitution which he drafted was entirely republican in
form, every thing being made to depend upon the votes of
the people, who elected a consistory (or kirk-session), which
chose the pastor, whose final appointment rested on the deci-
sion of the congregation. A ecertain number of. churches
formed a conference or presbytery which met twice a year,
and in which each church was represented by the pastor and
one clder. These presbyterics united into provineial synods,
and above them all presided a general assembly, the supreme
court of legislation and appeal, composed of two pastors and
two elders from each provincial synod.

There can be little doubt that this organization of the Re-
formed churches added another element of strife to the eon-
test between the two religions. The Romish clergy natu-
rally abhorred it, as a sign of the increasing power and bold-
ness of the Reformed party ; while the statesmen of the day
could not but look upon it with suspicion as a sort of impe-
rium in imperio—a dangerous rival to the civil power, and
savoring: of rebellion, inasmuch as it ignored the headship
alike of pope and king, acknowledging that.of God alone.
Men did not take the trouble to examine closely into the
causes of their dislike: they felt. instinctively that such an
organization proclaimed the sovereignty of the people, and
that the doctrine might easily be extended from spiritual to
temporal matters. The subsequent history of the chief Cal-
vinistic churches shows that this instinetive hatred was not
altogether unrcasonable. In Switzerland and Holland, in
England and in North America, wherever this organization
has been able to control the political power, a republic has
followed. These are indeed the parts of the world where
liberty flourishes most, and for this noble fruit we may well
love the tree that bore it; but in the sixteenth century, the

* Calvin: Serm. sur Timothée, p. 65 (4to 1563).
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tendency of society was toward despotism, not toward self-
government ; and the statesmen of Europe must be excused if
they were not clear-sighted enough to see that the new move-
ment must inevitably succeed, or wise enough to become the
leaders and controllers of the popular feclings. And so far it
may be doubted whether Calvin’s influence in France was
altogether for good, and whether the Reformed Church would
not have struck deeper root in that country, if its organiza-
tion had been less antagonistic. By separating itself entirely
from antiquity, it risked a doubtful good for a eertain evil.
As church-government is not a matter of faith but of disci-
pline, those have much to answer for who array Christians in
hostile ranks on a secondary matter.

The news of this synod and the merciful tendency of the
Parliament inflamed Ilenry’s orthodoxy to such an extent that
he issued an edict (June, 1559) more terrible even than those
which had gone before. It was dated from Ecouen, a castle
belonging to the constable, and situated about four leagunes
north of Paris. By that decree all convicted Lutherans were
to be punished with death—instant and without the chance
of remission. It was registered by all the Parliaments with-
out any limitation or modification whatsoever, and the judges
were forbidden, under severe penalties, to diminish the pains
of the edict, as they had lately been in the habit of doing.
Such terrible powers could scarcely have failed completely to
eradicate heresy, if they had been carried out as Henry II.
intended they should be. But there was a providence watch-
ing over France, by which the religionists were unexpectedly
saved from the jaws of the lion.

One of the regulations of the treaty of Cateau-Cambresis
was that Philip IL—now a widower through the death of
Mary of England in the preceding November—should marry
Henry’s sister, Elizabeth of Valois, then just turned of thir-
teen. The betrothal was to take place at Paris, and thither
came the Duke of Alva, attended by a numerous suite of
nobles and gentlemen. Even at such a time, when we might
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suppose the king entirely occupied with nuptial festivities—
for his sister Margaret was also to be married—he proposed
a crusade against Geneva, “that sink of all corruption,”*
and, but a few hours before his death, he had given Mont-
gomery instructions about an expedition on a grand seale into
the Pays de Caux for the extermination of the Reformed.
But the finger of God was upon him. ;
On the 26th June,t the Spanish marriage was eelebrated,
the Duke of Alva acting as proxy for Philip II. Magnificent
rejoicings followed the eeremony, and a tournament was held
in the lists erected at the end of the Rue St. Antoine. It must
have been a grand sight, that old historic strect. In front of
the palace of the Tournelles stood a gallery in which sat the
youthful Queen of Spain under a eanopy of blue silk, ornament-
ed with the device of her husband whom she had not yet seen.
Around her were grouped men destined to become famous in
history: Alva, the Prince of Orange, and Count Egmont.
Catherine sat in a gallery apart, with Mary Stuart on her
right, and Margaret, affianced to the Duke of Savoy, on her
left. The king had declared his intention of entering the lists,
in order to display his skill before the Spanish grandees. As
if foreseeing evil, the queen besought him to forego the dan-
gerous pastime; but, confident in himself, he only laughed at
her fears. After two successful encounters with the Dukes of
Savoy and Guise, he challenged Gabriel de Lorges, Count of
Montgomery. . De Lorges was captain of Henry’s Scotch
guard, and had been sent to Scotland by Francis I. in 1545,
in command of the troops dispatched to the assistance of the
queen-regent Mary of Guise. In the first course the advan-
tage lay with the count, and the king, chafed by such a partial
discomfiture, challenged him to try another turn. The queen
and Marshal de Vieilleville entreated him to be satisfied, and
Montgomery declined a second encounter. But Henry would
- take no refusal. Once more they met ; their lances were shiver-

+* Alva to Philip: Journ. des Savants, 1857, p. 171.
t Art de vérifier les dates.  Other authorities give June 21 and 24. <
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ed, but both retained their seats. Again the trumpets sound-
ed, again they spurred their horses, when Montgomery’s lance
struck the king’s helmet, knocked off the plume, and snapped
in two, a splinter from the lower portion of the shaft entering
his right eye. There was a loud shrick from the royal gallery,
which for a moment distracted the attention of the spectators
from the king, who had lost all command over his horse, and
was reeling in his saddle.. The attendants were hardly quick
cnough to save him from falling to the ground. Iis helmet
was loosed and the splinter pulled out. Tt was “of a good
bigness,” says the English embassador, who was an eye-wit-
ness.*  “ Nothing else was done to him upon the field ; but I
noted him to be very weak, and to have the feeling of all his
limbs almost benumbed ; for being carried away as he lay
along, nothing covered but his face, he moved neither hand
nor foot, but lay as one’ amazed. There was marvelous great
lamentation made for him, and weeping of all sorts, both men
and women.” The wound proved more serious than Throck-
morton had imagined : Henry never left his bed again. Twice
he received the last sacraments of the Church, and calling for
his son Francis, “ commended the Church and the people to
his care.” After an interval of repose—for the exertion of
uttering these few words was almost too great for him—he
added: “ Above all things, remain steadfast in the true faith.”¢
Henry 11. died on the 10th of July, leaving behind him four
song, three of whom wore the crown of France. Ile also left
three daughters and a bastard son, Henry of Angouléme, who
cruclly distinguished himself at the massacre of St. Bartholo-
mew.

The Protestants were accused of rejoicing at Henry’s death:

* Throckmorton to Council, 1st Junly, 1559 ; Forbes, i. 151 ; ZLettere det
Principi (14th July, 1559), iii. 196. Montgomery escaped to England, where
he embraced the Reformed doctrines.

1 Some authorities state that, though Heury lingered cleven days, he never
recovered either speech or reason. In the Cl de Montg y (1574)

we read that he * prononga & voiz haute, Que n'avais nullement vers Ini com-
mis la faute.”
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they not only made songs upon it, but “offered thanks, or
rather blasphemies, to God, daring to say that the Almighty
had struck him under the walls of the Bastille,.where he de-
tained the innocent in prison.” * It is possible that there
may be some foundation for this charge, for it requires a great
amount of true Christian feeling to make the vietims forbear
from exulting .at the removal of their persecutor by what
seems to them the judgment of God.: In his dedicatory epis-
tle of the Psalins done into French Verse, Beza thus paints
the second Henry:

Je vois un masque avec sa maigre mine

Qui fait trembler les licux ot il ehemine.

But the “Lutherans” did-not tremble: they bore their tes-

timony with Christian resolution, and acted up to the noble
lines in the same poem :

S’il faut servir au Seigneur de témeins,
Mourons, mourons, louans Dieu pour le moins.
Au dcpartir de ces liecux misérables,

Pour traverser anx cieux tant désirables.

Que les tyrans soient de nous martyrer

Plutot lassés, que nous de Tendurer.,

The sineerity of Catherine’s grief for the loss of her hus-'
band has been muech doubted, but without sufficient cause.
To a woman of her temper the change wrought in her position
by widowhood must at first have been hard to bear. She cer-
tainly felt as much for her husband while living, as such selfish
natures ecan feel, and commemorated her bercavement and
regret in the ornaments of her palace of the Tuileries, where
the broken mirrors, plumes reversed, and scattered jewelry
carved on certain columns have been regarded as emblems of
her sorrow.t A garrulous contemporary (whom we shall have
frequent oceasion to quote), lamenting the death of Henry II.,
praises him partieularly for the discipline he introduced into

* Mezeray, ii. 1137. Claude Haton charges the Protestants with trying
to kill Henry in 1338, considering him “‘le tyran perséeuteur de 1'église de
Jésus Christ.” 3

t Gail: Tubleaux chronologigues, p. 96 (8vo. Paris, 1819); also Brantome.
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the army,* which was sueh ¢ that the peasants hardly deigned
to shut the doors of their cellars, granaries, chests, or other
lock-up places for fear of the soldiers, who conducted them-
selves most becomingly. ‘When billeted in the villages, they
would not venture to touch the hens or other poultry without
first asking their host’s leave and paying for them.”t Itisa
pity to spoil so Areadian a story; but if it is true, there must
have been a sad falling off in the military discipline in a few
months, for Francis II. writes in 1560 to the Duke of Aumale,
then in Burgundy, “to punish the men-at-arms and archers
who had lived without paying.”’{

* This discipline was in reality the work of Coligny.
+ Claude Haton.
t Anbespine : Doc. Hist. Frangois I1., tom. ii. p. 428.
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CHAPTER IL
REIGN OF FRANCIS IL

[1550-1560.]

Catherine de Medicis—The Duke of Guise and the Cardinal of Lorraine—
St. André—Anthony of Navarre and Condé—Coligny and Andelot—
Disgrace of Montmorency—ZPersecuting Edicts—Execution of Du-Bourg
—Discontent in France—Edict of Chambord—La Renaudie—The Meet-
ing at Nantes—Tumult of Amboise—Bloody Reprisals—Castelnan’s Trial
and Execution—The Duke’s Viands—Anhigné and his Son—Grace of
Amboise—Regnier de la Flanche—Renewal of Persecutions—L’Hopi-
tal made Chaneellor—Edict of Romorantin—Religious and Political Mal-
contents—Abuse of the Pulpit—The Tiger—General Lawlessness—Hu-
guenot Violence—Demand for a Council—Montbrun and Mouvans—

- L’Hopital’s Inaugural Address—Les Politiques—The Notables at Fon-
taineblean—Montlue and Marillac—Meeting at Nerac—Address pre-
sented to Anthony—The Court at Orleans—Arrest and Trial of Condé—
Death of Francis 1I.

Fraxcrs I1., husband of the beautiful and unfortunate Mary
Stuart, had only reached his sixteenth year when he ascended
the throne (10th July, 1559).* On the very day of his father’s
funeral he gratified his mother’s ruling passion by assuring
her that all authority should be in her hands, and that she
should administer the government in his name. But she had
to hold her own against unserupulous rivals; and in those rude
days the spindle had very little chance against the sword, un-
less it were aided by dissimulation. We shall see that Cath-
erine met force with eraft, proving herself at times more than
a match for all her rivals. She soon found that she had no

* Born 20th Jannary, 1544, N.S. The medals say he was crowned on
the 17th, Mezeray the 19th, and Da Thou the 20th Sept., 1559. Such are
the discrepancies continually to be met with even in trivial matters.
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chance with the queen-consort, who used all her influence in
behalf of the house of Lorraine. In a letter to her daughter
Elizabeth she says: “God has deprived me of your father,
whom I loved so dearly, as you well know, and has left me
with three children and in a divided kingdom. I have no one
in whom I ean trust: all have some private end to serve.”
Mary Stuart behaved to her with all the insolence of youth
and*heauty, calling her a Florentine shop-keeper,* and Cather-
ine returned contempt for eontempt.

It will be impossible to understand the stormy period upon
whieh we are now entering, unless we know something of the
parties into which Franee, as well as the eourt, was divided,
and of the individuals at their head. There were in reality
only two parties, but it will be more eonvenient to consider
them as represented by the four houses of Guise, Bourbon,
Montmoreney, and Chatillon. The most formidable of these
claimants of the government was the first—the family of Guise,
to which Mary Stuart belonged on her mother’s side. The
power of this house dates from the reign of Francis I.  Gen-
calogists delight to trace its origin back to Charlemagne, and
even to Priam, King of Troy: with about equal truth in both
cases. The chief of the family was Claude, son of that Réné,
Duke of Lorraine, who defeated and slew Charles the Bold
under the walls of Nancy. Being a younger son, he had gone
to the French court in search of fortune, and the scarch was
not in vain. e married Antoinette of Bourbon, a Jescend-
ant of Tiouis IX.;and dying, left six sons and four daughters,
and an income .of 600,000 livres, about equivalent to 160,000
sterling. The eldest of his sons was Franeis, Duke of Guise,
now in his fortieth year, a skillful, violent, and unserupulous
soldier. Hekept up an almiost royal establishment ; and when
his steward represented to him that the best way of getting
out.of his pecuniary embarrassments would be to retrench his
expenditure, and that he would do well to dismiss a number

* Card. Santa Croce writes: ““La Regina di Scotia un giorno gli disse
che non sarebbe mai altro che figlia di un mercante.”
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of poor gentlemen who lived at his expense, he replied: “It
is true I do not want them, but they want me.” Ile was ex-
eeedingly popular in Paris, ever ready to listen to the com-
plaints of the humblest eitizen; and was beloved by his sol-
diers, for he never failed to recompense any remarkable ex-
ploit. After the surprise of Calais he appointed one Captain
Gourdan to be governor, passing over many oflicers of higher
rank; and when these murmured at the preference, the duke
justified his ehoiee. “Captain Gourdan is very useful,” he
said, “ to guard the place be helped to take, and where he left
one of his legs during the assault. You have two legs, gen-
tlemen, with which you ean go and seek your fortune else-
where.” He was eool in the midst of danger, brave as his
own sword, and even his name was a terror to his enemies.
At Terouenne, the Spaniards were checked in the very moment
of vietory by shouts of “Guise! Guise!” Above all, the
family of Lorraine professed to be the champions of orthodoxy,
and Duke Francis in particular seems to have entertained an
insurmountable aversion for heresy in every form. He pos-
sessed almost every advantage that fortune can shower npon
a man. Ile was above the middle height, with oval face,
large eyes, and dark eomplexion, but his beard and hair
were reddened by exposure. Ie was not a fluent speaker,
although he eould use the right word at the right time. e
married Anne of Este, daughter of Renée of France, grand-
daughter of Louis XIL., and first cousin of Henry II.
nection which will partly account for the ambitious schemes
of his son.

The other members of the Lorraine family were Charles, the
cardinal; Claude, Duke of Aumale, who married Louisa de
Brézé, eldest daughter of Diana of Poitiers; Francis, grand-
prior of Malta; Louis, Archbishop of Sens and afterward
cardinal ; and René, Marquis of Elbceuf; besides three sisters,
one of whom married, first, Louis of Orleans, and seeond,
James V. of Scotland, to whom she bore a daughter, the
unhappy Mary Stuart of Scottish history. When they were
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at court, the four younger brothers usually waited upon the
cardinal at his rising, and then all five proceeded to pay their
respects to the duke, by whom they were conducted to the
king.

Charles, better known as the Cardinal of Lorraine, was one
of the wealthiest ecclesiasties of the day. In addition to his
share of his father’s large fortune, he possessed benefiees yield-
ing him a yearly income of 300,000 livres.* This prelate,
whom Pius V. called the Ultramontane Pope,” was a man
of unbounded ambition, strong passions, great craft, and such
fertility of expedients, that his enemies declared he must have
a familiar spirit at his elbow. Ile was a graceful speaker, and of
goodly presence,} but such an arrant coward, that (like Horace)
heused to make a jest of it. Charles IX. gave him permission
to be attended by an armed guard even to the steps of the
altar, intermixing the smell of gunpowder with the odor of
incense.”f Ilis character has probably been much distorted.
He had encmies everywhere, and, in an unscrupulous age,
slander and falschood were ready weapons to damage a rival,
He was not so bad as many churchmen of his time; for if he
was profligate, he was not profligate openly. Ile kept neither
hawks nor hounds; he sang mass often, fasted regularly, wore
sackeloth, and always said grace before his meals. Claude de
Saintes, who was in almost daily attendance upon him for six-
teen years, speaks of the mortifications of his life, and denies
his excessive timidity.§ Contarini, the Venetian ambassador,
éxtols his virtuous habits, so nnlike those of other French car-
dinals; and Giovanni Soranzo, writing scven years later (1558)
says: “He is not much beloved; he is far from truthful, nat-

* Le Plat, v. p. 517.

+ ¢ Pulchro aspectu, procera statura, faciec oblonga [the true Lorraine
face], fronte ampla et eminente.” Gallia purpurata. Beza said: “Had I
the cardinal’s eloquence, I should hope to convert half France.”

$ Auberi: Iist, Card. Richelicu,i. liv. ii. p. 87 (ed. 1666).

§ “ Me participem fecit, nt tentationum et passionum quibus per tot an- °
nos quotidie moriebatur, omni hora de vita periclitabatar . . . tam parum
timidus quam nimium esse putabatur.” Bayle, sub voce.
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weally deceitful and covetous, but full of religion.”* The re-
ligion thus praised was one of forms only.

There is a letter of his in the public library at Rouen, ad-
dressed to the French embassador to the court of Spain, in
which, speaking of his retirement to his diocese of Rheims
during the season of Lent, he says: “I have nothing to write
about but prayers and preaching, in which I am busied, in-
structing my little flock, whereat I assure you I take as much
pleasure as I once did in the cares and toils of court, and I
feel such sweetness and repose, that the desire to return to
court is far from me”t This “world forgetting by the
world forgot” is too common with statesmen under a cloud to
be taken literally. The cardinal was vindictive as chureh-
men (and women) alone can be, and so violent that he often
marred his brother’s plans. The intoxication of prosperity
had made him intolerable.f Nor did his religion prevent him
from being covetous: he has been charged with robbing his
unele’s creditors by taking his property, and with appropri-
ating the estate of Dampierre, which belonged to Treasurer
Duval; that of Meudon, which belonged to Cardinal Sanguin-
Meudon; and that of Marchais, which belonged to the Sire
of Longueval. He also took up the mortgaged ecity of
Chevreuse without paying for it; and rich as he had become
through these exactions, he never paid his debts. Ile was
a shameless pluralist, holding at once the archiepiscopal sees
of Lyons, Rheims, Sens, and Narbonne, the bishoprics of
Metz, Toul, Verdun, Terouenne, Lugon, Alby, and Valenee,
and the abbeys of Fécamp, Clugny, and Marmouticr. The
last-named abbey he obtained by force. Hurant de Chiverny

* ¢Licenziosissimo per natura . . . ingordizia inestimabile , . . gran
duplicita.”  Relazioni d. Amb. Ven. (ed. Alberi), p.441.

+ 9th April, 1561, MS. in Rouen Library; Leber, bundle B, No. 5720.
On the other side, see the ‘¢ Supplieation,” ete., reprinted in Bouillé : Hist.
Gluise, p. T7.

1 Micheli speaks of the *“ odio universale . coneeputo contro di lui per i
molti effesti d’ offesa che mostro verso ognuno mentre nel governo ebbz 1'
autorita.”

E
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being unwilling to resign, the cardinal shut him up in the
Bastille, where he dietl, and then took his abbey. In despite
of his greediness the French clergy had a boundless devotion
for him.” *

Among the chief adherents of the Lorraine party were the
Duke of Nemours, Brissae, and Jacques d’Albon, Marshal
of St. Andre. The latter had been a great favorite with
Henry II.,; who loaded him with presents. Ile was brave, in-
sinuating in address, magnificent in disposition, greedy, and
always in want of money. Ile received the order of the Gar-
ter from Edward VL, to whom he had been sent with the
decoration of St. Michael.

Another competitor for the government was Anthony of
Bourbon, first prince of the blood. Ile traced his deseent
from Louis IX., who left two-sons, Philip IIL. and Robert:
from the former deseended the house of Valois, from the lat-
ter the house of Bourbon. Of this there were two branches
—Vendome and Montpensier.  Anthony was the head of the
elder branch, but his younger brother, Louis of Condé, was
its most distinguished member. The family had lost much
of its wealth and influence—especially among the  populace,
who are always the first to take np and the last to discard a
personal prejudice—in consequence of the treason of the Con-
stable of Bourbon in'the reign of Francis I., but they were
still powerful enough to venture to aspire to the ecrown. An-
thony, Duke of Vendome, as-he was generally styled before
his marriage with Joan of Navarre,} was frank and affable,
but irresolute and deficient in moral eourage; he was of no-
ble presence, fond of. dress, and the “mirror of fashion”
among the courtiers. Brave in the field, he wanted energy in
the ecouncil-chamber; he was vacillating in religious prinei-

* In the musecum of Orleans there is a striking portrait of the cardinal
and of his nephew, Henry, the hero of the Massacre of St. Bartholomey.

t He was born in 1518, and in 1548 married the heiress of Navarre (born
1528), whase dowry consisted of the principality of Béarn and the counties

of Armagnac, Albret, Bigorre, Foix, and Comminges. Upper Navarre had
been seized by Spain.
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ples, and of loose private morals. Thus he became a mere
tool in the hands of others, and though trusted by no one,
was counrted for the splendor and prestige of his'name. - Ilis
only aim in life seemed to be to exchange his petty nomi-
nal sovereignty of Navarre for a real kingdom no matter
where.

Louis, Prince of Condé, now in his twenty-ninth year, and
the youngest of the family, was the reverse of his brother
Anthony. High-shouldered, short, ungraceful, and at first
sight ill-adapted either for court or camp, he shone in botlh.
IIe had shared with the Duke of Guise the honor of defend-
ing Metz, and had rallied the flying troops after the defeat at
St. Quentin.  From policy he seems early to have adopted
the Reformed religion, though he took no pains to live up to
its principles. The great Reformed party was to him . a
means of power and advancement. By his marriage> with
Eleanor de Roye, the richest heiress in France, he united
against the Guises the powerful houses of - Montmoreney,
Chatillon, and Rochefoucault —the latter being conneeted
with the royal line of Navarre.

A third brother of this family was Charles, Archbishop of
Rouen and Cardinal of Bourbon, a weak man, not overbur-
dened with sense, who adhered to the Church of Rome. To
the younger branch of the same house belonged two broth-
ers, the Duke of Montpensier and the Prince of Roche-sur-
Yon, both inclined to the Reform.

‘But besides the Duke of Guise and Anthony of Navarre,
there was a man of noble birth and large family influence—
the representative of a great party in the kingdom—yhom it
was not safe to neglect. This was Gaspard de Coligny, Gov-
ernor of Picardy, Admiral of France, and second son”of the
Count of Chatillon. The Chatillons were originally a sov-
ereign house, and Gaspard’s father had been a marshal of
France. He had married Louisa of "\Iontmorcnc), sxstcr to
the constable, and .thus became allied to one of the, noblest
houses in France. The eldest son of this marriage was:Car-



68 MASSACRE OF ST. BARTHOLOMEW.

dinal Odet, the youngest Frangois de Chatillon, sieur of Ande-
lot.* Gaspard, Count of Coligny, was born in 1518, and in
his earlier years was very intimate with Francis of Guise
(then Prince of Joinville). Ile was present at the battle of
Renti, all the glory of which the Lorraine party wished to as-
cribe to Prince Francis. Coligny thought “he might have
done better,” and this remark being exaggerated by false
friends, the coolness already beginning to exist between them,
and which was the work of Diana of Poitiers, gradually in-
creased until they became totally estranged. The admiral
was at one time a great favorite with Henry IL and the
sharer of all his pleasures. He was Governor of the Isle of
France, captain of a hundred men-at-arms (an expensive hon-
or), and knight of the order of St. Michael. IIe had been made
prisoner at the battle of St. Quentin (1557), and it was during
the consequent enforced retirement from public life that
he strengthened those religious convictions which he had first
learned at his mother’s knee. Andelot, the younger brother,
was the first convert to the new opinions. Made prisoner in
1551, and detained in the castle of Milan until 1556, he em-
ployed his long captivity in studying the works of Calvin:
“Such are the sad fruits of leisure and idleness,” says Bran-
tome with a sigh. Ie was taken with his brother at the
siege of St. Quentin, but made his escape, and was present
at the surprise of Calais. When he visited his vast estates
in Brittany, he encouraged two Reformed ministers in his
suite to preach openly wherever he halted, thus laying the
foundations of many a Christian church in the north-west of
France. Returning to the court where he was in high favor
with Henry II., he was denounced by the Cardinal of Lor-
raine as a heretic and impudent violator of the edicts. To
the king’s questions Andelot replied that he had never gone

* Marc Duval’s engraving of the three brothers is well known, and has
often been copied. In the Lenoir Collection (now belonging to the Duke of
Sutherland) there is a painting of the three brothers ; and, if I am correctly
informed, there are other portraits at Knowle Park.
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to the Pré aux Cleres, although the religionists did nothing
there but sing the Psalms of David, and offer up prayers for
the welfare of the king and the safety of the kingdom. e
confessed that he had forwarded books of consolation to his
brother the admiral, and had countenanced the preaching of
a good and sound doctrine, deduced from IIoly Seripturec.
“Your Majesty,” he continued, “has loaded me with such
favor that I have spared neither body nor goods in your serv-
ice, and I will continue to sparc ncither so long as I live.
But having thus done my duty, your Majesty will not think
it strange if T employ the rest of my time in caring for my
own salvation. It is many years since I have been to mass,
and T shall never go again. T entreat your Majesty to leave
my conscicnee alone, and permit me to serve you with my
body and goods, which arc wholly at your disposal.” Henry
IT., who could bear no contradiction, flew into a passion, and
seizing him by the collar of St. Michael that was round his
neck, exclaimed : “But I did not give you this to use it thus
—keeping away from mass and refusing to follow my relig-
ion.” “I did not know then, what it was to be a Chris-
tian,” answered Andelot, ¢ or I should not have accepted it on
such conditions.” Henry could contain himself no longer.
He scized a platter which lay before him and threw it across
the table, but it struck the dauphin; he then drew his sword
upon Andelot, who was hurried away by the guards and aft-
erward shut up in the castle of Melun. From prison he
wrote to the church of Paris: “Christ shall be magnified in
my body, whether it be by life or by death. Ior me to live s
Christ, and to die is gain.” He also addressed a letter to
the king : “Sire,” he wrote, “if T have donc any thing to dis-
please you, I beseech you in all humility to forgive me, and
to believe that, the obedience I owe to God and my con-
science excepted, you can command nothing in which T will
not expose my goods, my body, and my life. And what I ask
of you, Sire, is not, thanks be to God, through fear of death,
and still less from a desire to recover my liberty, for T hold
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nothing so dear that I would not resign it willingly for the
salvation of my soul and God’s glory.” e was alike un-
moved by the tender entreaties of his wife, Claude de Rieux,
and by the prudent advice of his brother the cardinal, who
urged him to satisfy Henry II. if it were only by an apparent
submission. At length, however, he eonsented to hold a con-
ference with a learned doctor of the Sorboune, and to hear
mass in his presence, but without previons abjuration. Cal-
vin, who had written exhorting Andelot to be firm, now re-
proached him for his weakness ; but it was casy for the Re-
former of Geneva, who was in a place of safety, and who had
never been tested by the fires of perseention, to censure one
whose faith was weak, and whose affectionate, loyal nature
was worked upon by those who were dearest to him.

But Andelot’s elder brother, Gaspard, was made of sterner
stuff. While in prison the Bible was his constant companion
and chief study. Calvin, who had probably heard of his con-
version throngh Andelot, wrote to him: “T shall use no long
exhortation to confirm you in patience, for I have heard that
our gracious God hath so strengthened yon by the virtue of
his Spirit, that I have rather occasion to return thanks to him
than to excite yon more. Only I would pray you to remem-
ber that God, by sending you this affliction, hath wished to
draw you out of the erowd, that you may the better listen to
him.” In the end, Gaspard adopted the Reformed ereed,
and became the idol of the Reformed party. In his wife,
Charlotte de Laval, he found an affectionate sympathizer in
his religions opinions, and a support during many an hour of
distress. IIe was of the middle height, and well-proportion-
ed ; he stooped a little as if in meditation, and his counte-
nance was always calm and serious, except on the battle-field,
where (as we are told) his face lighted up, and he would chew
the tooth-pick which he used to carry in his mouth.*

F ' ]
* Brantome quotes an Italian saying: ‘“‘Dio me guarda del bel gigneto
del Principe (di Condé) e dell’ animo ¢ stecco dell’ Amiraglio.” There was
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His intrepidity was remarkable, even among the fearless
men of his day. “Do not go to Blois to the king and the
queen-mother,” his friends said to him; “be sure there is
some plot at the bottom.” “Yes, I will go,” he answered;
it is better to die by one bold stroke than to live a hundred
years in fear.” Ile was not a fortunate commander, but was
so fertile in resource, and so rapidly did he reorganize his
beaten troops, that he was said to be more formidable after a
defeat than before it.*

At the death of Henry II. the Constable Montmorency
was at the head of the government, but he now learned that
his influence had expired with his old master. When a depu-
tation from the Parliament of Paris waited upon Francis II.
to congratulate him on his aceession, he told them that he had
selected his uncles the Cardinal of Lorraine and the Duke of
Guise to conduct the public affairs, and that to them they
must apply in future. Montmorency struggled for awhile,
but finding no support, he acted upon the king’s suggestion
and retired to his estate at Chantilly. He was deprived of
the high-stewardship of the household, and the office was con-
ferred on the Duke of Guise, who, besides assuming the.war
department, was lord chamberlain and master of the hounds.
The department of finance was assigned to the cardinal, and
thus the two brothers disposed of all France. “ Not a erown
eould be spent or a soldier moved,” says Buchanan, “without
their eonsent.”t Catherine sympathized with Montmorency
in his disgrace. In aletter to him she says: “I very muech
wish your health might permit you to remain at court; for
then I believe things would be better conducted than now,
and that you would aid me to deliver the king from tutelage,
another saying: ¢“Déficz-vons du cure-dents de I'Amiral; du non du Connét-
able, et dn oui de Catherine.”

* Mr. Crowe, who seems to have taken his history of this period from Da-
vila, calls Coligny ‘“a man of bold and imposing character,” and says that
he and Andelot were the inspiring canses of the religious wars, So far as

the admiral is eoncerned, this is quite contrary to the fact,
t Rer. Scot. Iist. lib. xvi. p. 567 (ed. 1668).
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for you have always desired that your master should be obey-
ed by all his subjeets.”

The constable, foreseeing the change that was likely to take
place in the new reign, had profited by the last few days of
the late king’s life, to urge Anthony of Navarre to - come to
court and assert his rights as prince of the blood to be one
of the new council. A meeting of the chiefs of the Bourbon,
or opposition, party was accordingly summoned at Vendome
to decide on the line of conduct to be pursued. Condé, Co-
ligny, Andelot, the Vidame of Chartres (Francis of Vendome),
and Prince Porcien, all relations and friends, attended the
summons. In the interval the Guises had been installed in
office, and the question now arose, how their government
should be resisted. Condé, Andelot, and the Vidame were
for war; the admiral advised delay, as the queen-mother
would be sure to join them, if she found securities on their
side,-and in that case the government must fall. Moderate
counsels prevailed, and Anthony, after much vacillation, start-
ed for .the court; but Francis IT. refused to see him exeept
in the presence of his ministers, who offered him every indig-
nity. At length Condé joined him, and instilling some of his
own spirit into his brother, urged him to assert his claim. Tt
was granted after some little demur ; but he was too muach
in the way, and to get rid of him honorably he was commis-
sioned to escort the Princess Elizabeth to Spain. e fell into
the trap so cunningly laid for him, and the Guises were once
more sole masters. Catherine was still ostensibly consnlted,
and the royal edicts continued to run in this form: It being
the good pleasure of my lady the queen-mother, Wo also ap-
proving the things which she advises, are content and com-
mand that,” ete.

‘Whatever little influence she possessed was exerted to drive
her late rival Diana from court, and force her to disgorge
much of her ill-gotten wealth. At'her instance, the king wrote
to the fallen favorite: “That in consequence of her evil in-
fluence (mali officii) over the late king his father, she de-
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served severe punishment; but, in his royal elemency,
he would trouble her no farther, but she must return to
him all the jewels that had been given her by the king his
father.” *

The accession of the young king produced no amelioration
in the eondition of the Lutherans. “In the midst of all these
great matters and business,” writes Throckmorton, ¢ they here
do not stay to make persecution and sacrifice of poor souls.
The 12th of this month [July] two men and one woman were
exeeuted for religion.” This was a remnant of the last reign.
That the new reign would not be more tolerant was shown by
a proclamation issued-the next day, “by sound of trumpet,
that all such as should speak either against the Church or the
religion now used in France, should be brought before the
several bishops, and they to do execution upon them.”t The
edict of Villars-Cotteret (4th September) forbade all ¢ unlaw-
ful ” meetings, whether by night or by day; the houses in
which such meetings were held were to be pulled down, and
the proprietors held to bail for their future good behavior:
Another edict (that of Blois, November, 1559) punished all
who attended the assemblies with -death “without hope of
pardon or mitigation.” By other decrees (13th-November) a
reward of 100 crowns and a free pardon were offered to any
person who should give information of a seeret meeting. Nor
were these severe measures econfined to Paris. On 23d Sep-
tember, 1559, the magistrates of Poitiers issued an order for-
bidding religious assemblies, enjoining all strangers to leave
the town in twenty-four hours, and innkeepers to send in lists
of the lodgers in their houses. There was to be no preaching
in publie or private, the citizens were to give neither fire nor
water to the pastors whom any body might arrest, they were
to be tried for sedition, and the lightest penalty was con-

* Lippomano in Baschet, p. 494; Throckmorton to Queen, 13th Jaly,
1560, in Forbes, i. p. 159.

t Throckmorton says that the eardinal took pattern from the proclama-
tions and injunctions of Pole and Bonner. Forbes, i. p. 161 and 233.
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fiscation of goods.* The result was that the country was
overrun with spies and informers, and the charge of heresy
was often made the means of gratifying private revenge.

Meanwhile neither Henry’s death nor the assassination of
President Minard by a man named Stuart,} had any power to
suspend the trial of Du Bourg. He made use of all the forms
of the court to find some loop-hole of escape, and lodged ap-
peal after appeal, all of which were decided against him. At
length, on the 23d of December, 1559, the long contest was
brought to an end.} After sentence of death had been de-
livered, he said: “I am sent to the stake, because I will not
confess that justifieation, grace, and sanetification are to be
found elsewhere than in Christ. This is the cause of my
death, that I have embraced the pure doctrine of the Gospel.
Extinguish your fires and return unto the Lord with real new-
ness of heart, that your sins may be blotted out. Let the
wicked man forsake his way and turn unto the Lord. Think
upon these things; I am going to my death.” So great were
the apprehensions of the court of an attempt at rescue, that
the “strects were barricaded and lined with armed men, and
nearly 600 soldiers were stationed round the Gréve, the Ty-
burn of those days. Du Bourg met his fate like a Christian
hero: on reaching the place of exccution he said: “ Six feet of
carth for my body, and the boundless heaven for my soul, are
the only possession I-shall soon have.” Then turning to the
spectators he said: “I am going to die, not because I am a
thief and a murderer, but beeause Ilove the Gospel. I rejoice
to give my life in so good a cause.” Iis last words were:

* Regnier de la Planche, p. 227.

t December 12th, 1559. This same Stunart claimed Queen Mary’s pro-
tection as a blood-relation. He made the constable prisoner at Dreux,
mortally wounded him at St. Denis, and being taken at Jarnac, fighting
on the Huguenot side, was murdered by permission, if not by order, of Hen-
ry of Anjou. Claude Haton has a story that he was hanged at Paris in
July, 1569. He was in the Amboise plot, and escaped by flight.

1 Anthors differ as to the day of his death ; the dates given are 20th No-

vember ; 20th, 21st, 224, and 23d December, ¢ Dnodecimo kal. Janu-
arii,” says Belcarius, p. 921. \
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“My God, my God, forsake me not, lest I forsake thee.” The
exeentioner then adjusted the rope ronnd his neck, uttered the
terrible formmla: Messire le roi vous salue, and Anne du
Bourg was a corpse. His lifeless body was afterward burned
to ashes. The royal historiographer, who rarely spares a her-
etie, writes amplifying the words of the eenturion at the foot
of the eross. -“His execution inspired many persons with the
eonviction that the faith possessed by so good a man could not
be wrong.” * Florimond de Remond, the historian of heresy,
and at that time a young man, was an eye-witness of Du
Bourg’s death. “We burst into tears (he says) in our eol-
leges on returning from the execution, and pleaded his cause
after his decease, cursing those unrighteous judges, who had
80 unjustly eondemned him. His preaching at the gallows
did more evil than a hundred ministers could have done.”t
Chandieu, pastor of the church of Paris, shows us how it was
that these execntions made so many converts. “ Most people
like what they see hated with such extreme hatred. . They
think themselves fortunate in knowing what leads others to
the gibbet, and return home from the public places edified
by the constancy of those whom they have themselves reduced
to ashes.” §

It is not necessary to dwell upon the sufferings or to count
up the number of the victims. Regnier de la Planche de-
scribes from personal knowledge the lawless state of the eapi-
tal. “From Aungust to March there was nothing but arrests
and imprisonments, sacking of houses, proclamations of out-
lawry, and executions of the members of the religion with
cruel torments.”§ Numbers hastened to escape from Paris,

* Mezeray, Abrégé Chron. Ile appears to be copying Regnier de la
Planche.

4 Hist. de PIérésie, p. 865.

t Hist. des Perséc. de I Eglise de Paris, p. Ixiv.

§ Iist. £tat de France sous Frangois IT. (8vo. 1576). This work is gener-
ally ascribed to La Planche, but if so, he would hardly sneer at himself (p.
404) as ““plus politique que religicux.” It was prohnbly written by Jean de
Serres, author of the Commentarii de Statu Religionis.,
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and sold their goods to procure the means of flight. The
streets were filled with carts laden with furniture, the houses
were abandoned to plunderers, the magistrates conniving at
the wrong, so that “ the poor became rich and the rich poor.”
We need not point out what an incentive this was to denun-
ciation, and how often men must have been condemned as here-
tics whose only fault was their wealth, or their having offend-
ed some neighbor. A remarkable passage from Theodore
Beza shows how wide and general was the ruin caused by this
terrorism. “Poorlittle children [the children of inartyred Re-
formers], who had no bed but the flag-stones, went crying pit-
cously through the streets with hunger, and yet no one dared
relieve them, for fear they should be accused of heresy. So
that they were less cared for than dogs.” The pettiest vexa-
tions were employed against the Reformers. Crosses and
images, with tapers always burning before them, were set up
at the corner of every street, and ronnd them gathered a
erowd of. mnoisy worshipers, singing, praying, and beating
their breasts. If any one refused to take off his hat as he
passed, or to put money into the alms-box before the shrine,
some dirty priest or monk would raise the cry of “heretic,”
and the poor Reformer would be pelted, beaten, and perhaps
dragged through the mire to prison. ¢“Death was made a car-
nival,” says an cloquent Frenchman. It was indeed a show
in which the mob—and the same mob reappeared in 1792—
feasted their eyes on the sufferings of the Protestants, and
often would not allow them to be strangled before they were
burned, lest their agonies should be diminished. One Barbe-
ville was thus tortured contrary to the sentence condemning
him to be hanged first; but at the same time they rescued a
thief from the gallows, “as if they desired to condemn Christ
and deliver Barabbas.” To call 2 man “Lutheran” was to
doom him to certain death, often too without any form of jus-
tice. By this lynch law many a man worked out his own
private revenge: the debtor paid his creditor.* Even chil-

* ¢ Certains garnements n'avaient plutdt cri€: Au luthérien, au christan-
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dren dipped their hands in the martyrs’ blood and boasted
of it.

The treaty of Cateau-Cambresis had left a number of soldiers
of every rank without employment and without resources.
There was a publie debt of forty-eight million livres, the in-
terest of which was paid with diffieulty; the treasury was
empty, and there were no ready means of filling it. Perhaps
the persecution of the heretics, which was always attended
with confiscation of property, may not have been entirely un-
connected with the finaneial diffieulties of the royal household.
But there certainly was no money, and when the disbanded
soldiers applied to the Cardinal of Lorraine for their arrears
of pay, he not only threatened to hang them, but erected two
gibbets before the gate of the palace of St.-Germains, or, as
others say, of Fontainebleau. It was a threat as unwise as it
was cruel, and nearly cost the Guises very dear. The malcon-
tent soldiery joined the persccuted Huguenots—cach party
fecling a ecommon hatred against the “Lorrainers,” and re-
solved to get rid of their common enemy. It has been assert-
ed, but without any solid grounds, that Catherine looked fa-
vorably on this coalition, she being equally desirous of frecing
herself from both duke and cardinal. But, whatever she-
may have suspeeted, she certainly knew nothing of what was
actually preparing. In these humaner and more civilized days,
obnoxious ministers and administrators are got rid of by dis-
missal, or by a vote in Parliament: in ruder times they were
removed by revolt or assassination. In the middle of the six-
teenth century the government of France was a despotism
moderated by the dagger. Even within a month of the death
of Henry II. a union of the maleontents was meditated, the
Reformed only holding hack until they should be assured of
its lawfulness. They eonsulted Calvin, who deelared that it
would be better they should all perish a hundred times over
rather than expose the name of Christianity and of the Gospel

. din—qu’ils ne fussent non seulement quittes de leurs dettes.” Regnier de
Ia Planche.
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to the disgrace of rebellion and bloodshed.”  They were more
successful with some German divines, who thought “they
might lawfully oppose the usurpation of the Guises, even with
arms, if the princes of the blood, their lawful magistrates by
birth, or even one of them, should be at their head.”

The discontent increased and grew bolder every day. “We
will go and complain to the king,” said the oppressed peasant-
ry. As early as the 15th November, 1559, Killigrew wrote to
Queen Elizabeth: “The king the last day being on hunting,
was (for what cause or upon what occasion we know not) in
such fear, as he was foreed to leave his pastime, and to leave
the hounds uncoupled, and return to the court [at Blois].
Whereupon there was commandment given to the Seottish
guard to wear jackets of mail and pistols.” * And writing
again‘at the end of the year (29th December), he adds: “It is
cvident that the discontent has reached a point when some-
thing desperate may be expected.” The Guises knew this,
and being conscious of the weak foundation on which their
authority rested, and fearing an insurrection, they forbade the
carrying of arms and the wearing of any kind of dress favora-
ble to the concealment of weapons.t At that time the ordina-
ry cloak had no sleeve, and reached to the middle of the ealf
of the leg, and the large trunk hose were more than an ell and
ahalf wide. This injunction scems to have been binding only
on the Protestants, and was intended to prevent them from
protecting themselves. That they sometimes did this very
effectually is proved by a little incident recorded by IKilli-
grew. Seventeen persons had been arrested at Blois “for
the Word’s sake,” and committed to the sergeants to be
taken to Orleans for trial; but on the road their escort was
ateteked Dby sixty men on horseback, who set them all at
liberty. ' :

Although the Ordinance of Chambord (17th December,
1559), by facilitating the trial of heretics and condemning to

* Forbes, i. p. 262, 1 Ibid, p. 292.
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death all who sheltered them, scemed intended to drive the Re-
formed to despair, they as yet entertained no serious thoughts
of rebellion. There were not wanting men of their own
class who preached the doetrine of resistance,* yet none of
the higher orders came forward as their leaders. Without
such champions they would be little better than an undisci-
plined mob. At last, however, they found the man they
wanted in Bary de la Renaudie, a gentleman of a good fami-
ly in Perigord, and a soldier of some reputation—one of those
daring men who always spring up in troublous times. At
one period attached to Franeis of Guise, who had helped him
to escape from prison, he became his most violent enemy in
consequence of the duke’s barbarous ernelty to Gaspard de
ITen, who was allied to him by marriage.t DProbably it was
this enmity which made him renounce his religion and join
the Reformers. He was just the man for getting up a con-
spiraey, and by his ability and address soon won over great
numbers in Switzerland as well as in France. He constantly
asserted that Calvin and Coligny approved of the design, and
that the Prince of Condé would deelare himself at the proper
opportunity. As regards the two former, the statement is in-
correct; but Condé appears to have played an undecided
part, “letting I dare not wait upon I would’} The first
meeting of the conspirators was held at Nantes in February.
It was a remote place, and as the Parliament of Brittany was
then assembled, their numbers would not be noticed. In their
articles or bond of agreement they swore to respect the per-
son of the king, but never to lay down their arms until they
had driven the Guises from power, brought them to trial (if

*The Défense contre les Tyrans of Hubert Languet treats of the limits of
obedience to kings, of the canses which justify arming, and wheén foreign
aid may be sought. Davila confesses that the Protestants were foreed to
measures of self-defense, ¢ per liberarsi della durezza della condizione pre-
sente.” ¢

+ Barthold : Deutschland und die Huguenotten, i. p. 262,

1 The ¢‘mute chief ” was certainly Condé. Beleaire calls him ¢ ducem
avevvpov.”
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not worse),* and procured the suspension of every edict, both
old and new, against the Reformed, pending the assembly of
the States-General. Their plan was for each gentleman or
captain, of whom there were twenty, to collect a body of
troops. in his own district, and so to arrange their march that
they should all arrive at Blois at the same time. The 6th of
March was the appointed day, afterward changed to the 16th,
when they hoped to find the Guises nnprotected. It was an
absurd scheme, and could hardly fail to miscarry, even if it
had not been frustrated at the very outset by a circumstance
which seems never to have entered into the minds of the con-
spirators. The court removed from the open town of Blois
to the strong castle of Amboise on the Loire, in accordance
with arrangements which had been made some time before.t
That old royal residence had been forsaken by the court
since the death of Charles VIII. Its massive walls still tower
boldly on the heights above the river, and the cheerful little
town clusters at their feet, as if for protection. The Guises
accompanied, or rather followed, the king in perfect security:
they did not so much as know that La Renandie was in the
kingdom. They had heard rumors of plots, and warning let-
ters had been sent them from Spain, Italy, Germany, and Sa-
voy; but nothing reached them in a definite form until some
days after their arrival at Amboise, when one of La Renau-
die’s friends betrayed him to the Cardinal of Lorraine. “The

* €< At si viribus superiores fuissent, haud dubinm quin atrumque {of the
Guises] immaniter trucidaverint, quibus Franeiscum Stnardumque reginam
addidissent, aut saltem hanc ad Elizabetham Anglize reginam, ®mulam et
ejus conjurationis consciam, (?) misissent.” Belearins : Rer. G'all. Comment.
There is not the slightest ground for snpposing Elizabeth knew any thing of
the Amboise plot.

+¢“The French king removeth hence toward Amboise the 5th Febroary.”
Killigrew to Queen, 28th Jan. 1560 ; Forbes, i. pp. 315, 320. ¢ The 234,
the French king arrived, which was two days sooner than he was looked
for.”  Forbes. i. p, 334.

1 Of this Des Avenelles there are very contradictory accounts. Ie was
rewarded with a judicial appointment in Lorraine, and De Thou adds that
he remained a Protestant until death.
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duke and the cardinal have discovered a conspiracy against
themselves, which they have bruited (to make the matter more
odious) to be meant only against the king; whereupon they
are in such fear as themselves do wear privy-coats [of mail],
and are in the night guarded with pistoliers and men in arms.

. . . On the 6th they watched all night long in the court,
and the gates of the town were kept shut.”’* The cardinal
was indecd thoroughly frightened; but the duke, acting with
great promptitude, strengthened the garrison by troops hasti-
ly drawn together from every quarter. Still the Guises were
by no means free from apprehension, and Throckmorton de-
seribes the condition of the little town in the middle of March:
“The 17th, in the morning, about four of the clock, there ar-
rived a company of 150 horsemen well appointed, who ap-
proached the court gates and shot off their pistolets at the
chureh of the Bonhommes. Whereupon there was such an
alarm and running up and down in the court, as if the enemies
being encamped about them had sought to make an entry into
the eastle; and there was erying ¢To horse! to horse!’ and a
wateh-word given by shooting a harquebus that all men should
be in readiness, and the drum was striking. And this contin-
ued an hour and a half.” Sixty gentlemen had bound them-
sclves by a solemn oath to penetrate into Amboise during the -
night, thirty of whom were to slip into the castle, and open
one of the gates to the other conspirators. But the duke was
on the watch, and had that gate walled up. Detachments of
troops were stationed on the roads leading to the town and
along the banks of the Loire, by which the various bands,
coming up and ignorant of what had happened, were captured
or cut to pieces. In one of these encounters La Renaudie
was killed; his body was quartered and exposed at the four
corners of the bridge.

The Duke of Guise, who, so long as there appeared to be
any danger, had treated his prisoners with no undue severity,

3 Throckmortor; to Cecil, 7th March ; Forbes, i. 353.

I‘w
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soon felt himself strong enough to wreak a ferocious vengeance
on his enemies. e and his brother the eardinal, in the intox-
ication of their triumph, indulged in exeesses of murder that
can hardly find a parallel except in the massacre of St. Bar-
tholomew, or the horrors of the French Revolution. The
streets of Amboise ran with blood ; and when the public ex-
ceutioners were wearied with deeapitating so many vietims,
the remainder were bound hand and foot and thrown into the
river, thus anticipating the frightful Noyades of 1793.%
Throckmorton writes: “This heat caused upon a sudden a
sharp determination to minister justice. The two men taken
were the same forenoon hanged, and two others for company;
and afterward the same day divers were taken, and in the
evening nine more were hanged: all which died very assured-
ly and constantly for religion, in singing of psalms. Divers
were drowned in sacks, and some appointed to die upon the
wheel. . . . . The 17th there were twenty-two of these reb-
els drowned in saeks, and the 18th at night twenty-five more.
Among all these which be taken there be eighteen of the
bravest captains of Franee.” Twelve hundred persons are
computed to have perished in this massacre. The Baron of
Castelnau-Chalosse, and Briequemaut, Count of Villemangis, a
Gencvese refugee, had with others snrrendered to the Duke of
Nemours on condition that their lives should be spared; but
the Guises were not the men to be bound by such a condition,
when even Olivier the chaneellor, not altogether a bad man,
, declared that ““a prinee was not required to keep his word to
a rebel subjeet.” The Duke of Nemours had given a written
pledge of safety, which, says Vieilleville, “vexed himn greatly,
who was concerned only about his signature; for if it had
been his mere word, he would have been able to give the lie

* < ]| g'en trouvait en la rividre tantdt 6, 8, 10, 12, 15 attachés & des-
perches. . . . Les rues d’Amboise étaient coulantes de sang, et tapissées
de corps morts, si qu’on ne pouvait durer par la ville pour la pnanteur et in-
fection.” Regnier de Ia Planche, p. 257 ; Moytfaugon : Monuments de lo
Monarchie Fr. v. p. 81; Forbes, i. 378. 2 .
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at any time to any one who might reproach him with it, and
that without any exception, for the prince was brave and gen-
erous.” Pretty morality for a gentleman! ‘When Castelnau
was under examination he hesitated in some of his answers,
upon which the Duke of Guise bade him “Speak out; one
would think you are afraid.” ¢ Afraid!” retorted the bar-
on, “and where- is the man so confident as not to be afraid,
on secing himself encompassed by mortal encmies as I am,
when he has neither teeth nor nails with which to defend him-
self? In my place you would be afraid too.” On being con-
demned for high treason he remonstrated against the charge,
not against the sentence, on the ground that he had undertaken
nothing against the king; ‘that he had merely leagued ‘with a
large portion of the nobility against the Guises, and.that
“these must be made kings before he could be guilty of léze
majesté.” ;
Castelnau, like Coligny, had been taken prisoner by the
Spaniards, and had employed the long hours of his enforced
inactivity in-reading the Bible. If it did not make him a
Protestant, it shook his faith in the Church of Rome. In the
course of his examination at Amboise, Chancellor Olivier
taunted him with his “Puaritanism.”  Castelnan retorted:
“When I saw you on my return from Ilanders, I told you
how I had spent my time, and you approved of it. We were
then friends ; why are we not so now ? Is it possible that you
spoke with sincerity when you were not in favor at court, and
that now, in order to please a man you despise, you are a trai-
tor to God and your conscience?” The Cardinal of Lorrainé
answered for the chancellor, upon which Castelnau appealed to
Guise, who replied that he knew nothing about ' theology.
“Would to Heaven you did,”said the baron; “for I esteem
you well enough to think that if you were as enlightened as
your brother the cardinal, you would follow better things.”
A noble testimony to the character of the duke, who some-
what churlishly rejoined that he understood nothing but cut-
ting off heads. Coligny and I’ Andelot, as well as Francis TI.
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and Mary, entreated the duke and the cardinal to spare Cas-
telnau’s life; but the latter answered with a blasphemous
oath: “IIe shall die,and no man in France shall save him.”
The baron died appealing to God, who would ere long visit
them with signal vengeance for the innocent blood they were
shedding. When Villemangis ascended the scaffold, he dipped
his hands in the blood of his comrades who had been executed
before him, and raising them toward heaven exclaimed: “Oh
Lord! behold the blood of thy children so unjustly shed;
thou wilt avenge it.”

The Cardinal of Lorraine was the chief instigator of these
murders: in his excessive cowardice he could not think him-
self safe unless all his enemies were killed. They threatened
to Stuart him—that is, to shoot him with a poisoned bullet,
as James Stuart had.shot President Minard ; and one morning
he found the following quatrain in his oratory:

Garde-toi, Cardinal,
Que tu ne sois traité

A la Minarde
D’une stum'de.“"

Imagining every one must be as fond of blood as himself,
he used to conduct the yonng king and queen to the ramparts,
or to the windows, to witness the executions,t pointing out the
most illnstrious of the victims and mocking at their agony.
As they died almost all of them with firmness and serenity, he
bade Francis IT. “look at those insolent men, whom even death
can not subdue. What would they not do with you, if they
were your masters 2’ One afternoon, for these executions usual-
ly took place after dinner, for the amusement of the court, the
Duchess of Guise was present, but she could not endure the
ghastly spectacle. She nearly fainted away, and entering all
pale and trembling into the queen-mother’s closet, she exclaim-

* This poisoned ball, says Brantome, was of mixed metal, so hard that no
armor could resist it. J

t See a plate in De Leone DBelg., representing the exeeution of Ville-
mangis. i
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ed: “Oh, madame, what horrors! I fear that a curse will
come upon our house, and the innocent blood rest upon our
heads!” ;

The Duke of Longueville, who had been invited to Amboise,
stayed away under pretext of illness, but sent one of his gen-
tlemen to make his excuses. Guise was at table when the
messenger arrived, and took advantage of the opportunity to
strike terror into the duke and all who opposed the Lorraine
faction. “Tell your master I am very well,” he said, ¢ and re-
port to him the viands in which I indulge.” At the word a
tall, fine-looking man was brought in, a rope was immediate-
ly put round his neck, and he was hanged to a bar of the win-
dow before the eyes of the astonished gentleman.*®

Whatever may have been the temporary suceess procured
by this ferocious victory, it disappointed the expectations of
the Guises.t The moral world is so constituted that crime
sooner or later works out its own punishment. The butch-
ers,” as the two Lorraine brothers were called, had converted
their victims into martyrs, and all over France a feeling of re-
sistance began to spring up that could not fail ere long to
have a violent termination. Most of those who suffered at
Amboise were of the Reformed religion; but there were
others of the old faith who joined the conspiracy out of dis-
like to the duke and the cardinal, and who now began to
think that no hope remained except in their swords. In the
market-place of Amboise, where most of the victims had been
put to death, Theodore Agrippa d’Aubigné was sworn, like

* Throckmorton, writing to the Lords of the Conncil on the 21st March,
speaks of the general pardon offered the insurgents if they should disperse
quictly, and goes on to say: ¢‘Although things be thus calmed, yet- the
Duke of Guise and the Cardinal of Lorraine live still in marvelons great
fear, and know not whom they may well trust.” Forbes, i.

t Lus nous estions du temps que la fureur frangoise

Commenga nos matheurs au tumuite d’Amboise,

Nous en avons I'horreur encor peinte en nos ceeurs,

Malhecureuse aux vaincus, dommageable aux vainquenrs.
Jean Vanquelin de la Fresnaye : Les Foresteries.
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young IHannibal, to avenge the eause of his party. The elder
D’ Aubigné was taking the boy to Paris, and passing through
Amboise one fair-time, he saw the ghastly heads of the con-
spirators still grimming horribly on the walls and gates.
Moved with indignation, he spurred his horse into the midst
of the assembled crowd, exclaiming: “The murderers! they
have beheaded France.”  Being recoguized as a Calvinist, he
had to ride for his life, and when he was out of danger he
touched his son’s right hand: “My boy,” he said, “do not
spare your head to avenge the heads of those honorable gen-
tlemen. If you do, your father’s curse be upon you.” Young
Theodore never forgot this lesson, and his life was one long
leroic, if not always wise, devotion to the Reformed eause.
During the first terror inspired by the news of the con-
spiraey, an attempt had been made to secure the neutrality of
the Reformed by issning a proclamation to the effect, that “all
persons (saving such as be preachers) detained in prison on
account of their religion, should be iinmediately released ”—
on condition, however, that they lived as good Catholies like
tlie rest of the people. This act of grace was issued (15th
March) by the advice of Coligny, who having been hastily
summoned to Amboise (partly to try how far he was cogni-
zant of the plot), told the queen-mother plainly in a private
audience that “the ITuguenots had so increased in number
and were so exasperated that they could not be induced to re-
turn to their dnty, unless the persecutions and violent meas-
ures of the administration were suspended.”  Chancellor
Olivier was of the same opinion. “It is better to use mild
measures than strong ones,” he said. At the same time in-
structions were sent to the Parliaments to make secret protests
while registering the edict, so as to render it nugatory. Six
days after it was issued, the Duke of Guise was named licu-
tenant-general (17th March, 1560). The pope sent a special
envoy to France complaining of the amnesty, and to point out
that “the true remedy for the disorders of the kingdom was
to proceed judicially against the heretics, and if their number
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was too great, the king should employ the sword to bring his
subjects baeck to their duty.” He offered to assist in so good
awork to the extent of his ability, and to procure the support
of the King of Spain and the princes of Italy.

It was not Catherine’s policy to crush the Huguenots en-
tirely, and she appears to have taken some pains to coneiliate
them. In this tumult of Amboise (which could hardly have
been displeasing to her, considering her antagonism to the
Guises) she saw her opportunity, and sent for Regnier de la
Planche, that she might learn his opinion as to the state of af-
fairs. Regnier, who was a man of great political experience
and moderation, told her frankly that the religious persecu-
tions had armed many of the Huguenots, while the favor shown
to the Guises had increased the number of the discontented.
He also argued that a national council was the only means for
settling the religions differences. The advice was not very
well received, and La Planche nearly suffered for his plain-
speaking. Coligny, who had left Amboise to try and paecify
Normandy, then almost in open rebellion, wrote to the same
effect to the queen-mother, advising also the assembling of the
States-General.

No sooner was the panic over and the Guises once more felt
secure, than the religious persecutions were renewed with all
their former severity. The old edicts against the Christau-
dins or Sacramentarians were revived, and commissions .were
appointed to receive secret evidence. To make the persecu-
tion more effectual, the Cardinal of Lorraine tried once more
to introduee all the forms of the Inquisition without the name,
and obtained a resolution of the royal council entrusting the
entire cognizance of heresy to the prelates of the Church, and
ordering that their sentence should be final, the heretics being
handed over to the secular arm for punishment. T.Hopital,
the new chancellor, resisted the encroachment on the broad
grounds that the right of trial and punishment of all offenses
—whether against person, property, or religion (except in
the case of ecclesiasties)—lay with the king ; that the right of

-
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appeal to the royal tribunals could not be taken away; and
that the judgment on those appeals should be delivered by lay
judges. IIe succeeded thus far in establishing the axiom,
that “no power in the state possessed sovereign authority of
life or death over the subjects of such state, except the king.”
But he was compelled to yield in other points, and being of
opinion that it is politic to permit a small mischief to eseape
a greater, he gave an unwilling consent to the edict of Romo-
rantin (May, 1560), which declared that the cognizance of here-
sy should remain with the bishops, who were to proceed in the
usual manner. This was a great sacrifice to intolerance, but
it really gave the bishops no new power. Other clauses de-
elared all persons attending conventicles guilty of high trea-
son, and assigned a reward of 500 crowns to informers; to
which the singular provision was appended, that all calum-
nious informers should be subjected to the peine duw talion, in
other words, suffer the punishment.to which their vietims were
liable. To a certain extent this ediet recognized the com-
plaints of the Reformers by ordering the bishops to reside in
their dioceses, apd the parish priests to tend their flocks more
carefully, teach them properly, and live among them. The
new chancellor might well be proud of his work, the first hesi-
tating step in the path of toleration. The Parliament of Paris
refused to register the decree on the ground that it encroached
on the civil power, and L’Tlopital had to struggle for ten days
before he could overcome their resistance. The fear of a rep-
ctition of the ¢ tumult of Amboise” had frightened the Car-
dinal of Lorraine into aceepting the edict; but his brother
Francis bluntly declared he would never draw the sword in
its defense. This was quite in his style, for he hated the Re-
formed not only because they were rebels against the Church,
but beeause they were attached to the Bourbon princes. Na-
varre, indeed, was not very formidable, it being always possi-
ble to hold him in check by playing upon his selfishness; but
his brother, the Prince of Condé, was a high-spirited, clever,
resolute man, one to be kept down by all means.
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In reading the history of this period it must be constantly
borne in mind, that the religious malcontents were often po-
litical malcontents also,* their number being increased by all
who hated the monopoly of power so tenaciously held by the
Guises. The small gentry, who in a spirit of opposition had
accepted the Reformed doctrines, brought a new and fatal
clement into the movement. Despising Calvin’s adviee to
bear injuries, and that opposition to lawful authority is a
crime, they were secretly preparing the means of resistance,
which their ecclesiastical organization greatly facilitated. The
impetuous gentlemen and soldiers returned insult for insult,
and blow for blow. Thus day by day the political character
of the Huguenotst (as the Reformers were called after the af-
fair of Amboise) became more prominent. It was a deplora-
ble but almost inevitable result of the combination against the
house of Lorraine, and it proved the temporary destruction of
French Protestantism.  Ere long France was divided into two
hostile camps ; and although this will not excuse the harshness
with which the Huguenots were treated, it will in.some measure
account for it. The Romish party were contending not only
for religion but for supremacy, for place, for authority. Who
should govern the king and the state was a question now quite
as important as which faith was right, that of Geneva or of
Rome? The age was one of great superstition and ignorance,
and the foulest rumors were circulated against the Protest-
ants, and greedily swallowed. Claude Haton, who has left us
a striking and truthful picture of his time, supplies us with a
curious illustration of the popular faith touching«the Hugue-

* Taillandier: Nour. Recherches sur de U1lopital, p. 273 (Paris, 1861).
¢ Les Huguenots de religion, pour ne pouvoir supporter plus la rigueur ct ern-
uuté exercées a 'encontre d’eux ; et les Huguenots d'état, pour ne plus com-
porter 'usurpation faite par lesdits de Guise.” Commentaires, p. 63. This
is what Regnier de la Planche told the queen-mother.

t There has been much dispute about the origin of this word, but-it prob-
ably came from Geneva, where the citizens had long been divided into two
politico-religions parties, known as the Mamelules and Iluguenots. Merle
d’Aubigné : Reformation in Time of Calvin, vol. i. p. 118,
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nots. e says that mad dogs had decreased so much during
the last two years that people believed the devils had left the
dogs and entered into the Reformers.* The Catholies were
by no means serupulous as to the weapons they employed to
exasperate the fierce passions of the lower classes. There
were few who could read the pamphlets, ballads, or broadsides
which the printers poured forth with astonishing profusion;
but all could understand the rude wood-cuts in which the Hu-
guenots were represented as nailing iron shoes on the bare feet
of a pious hermit, or making a target of a priest nailed to a
cross. The pulpit was turned into an arena for abuse, whenee
the monks, who were far more inveterate against the Reform-
ers than the secular clergy, inveighed with all the power of
their lungs,; and the copiousness of their abusive voecabulary,
against the new doctrines and its professors. The IInguenots
and their allies were not slow to retaliate, and in fierce invec-
tive were by no means inferior to their persecutors. The most
notorious of their satires, or “libels,” was that known as Z%e
Tiger,t written against the Cardinal of Lorraine,-and for sell-
ing whieh in the ordinary course of business, a poor Parisian
book-seller { was arrested in June, 1560, tortured to make him
give up the name of the author, which probably he did not
know, and then hanged. An unfortunate spectator, a mer-
chant of Rouen, who had manifested some compassion for the
fate of poor Martin Lhomme, was arrested and executed four
days after as an accomplice.§

It was a time of almost universal lawlessness. ¢ Every
day,” writes Throckmorton to Cecil, ¢ there are advertisements
of new stirs.”| There was no public protection, no law en-

* Claude repeats all the popnlar scandals against the Protestants, but he
speaks generally, refraining from charging with such infamies those of his
own town (Provins), whom he knew from personal observation.

t See note at end of chapter.

$ “‘Panperculus librarins.” De Thou.

§ Regnier de la Planche: De I'[Estat de France, pp. 312, 313 (Coll. du
Panthéon).

It Wright's Elizabeth, i. p. 33.
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forced ; every man had to protect himself as best he could.
In Paris the insccurity of life and property was notorious.
The Catholies armed themsclves against the Huguenots, and
these in their turn procured arms in self-defense. Even priests
and monks shouldered the spear and arquebuse, and became
captains of companies. And when the war did really break
out, such vietors would not be very merciful, especially when
the vanquished had imported a new element into the strife by
defiling the churches, destroying the images, and ridiculing
the ceremonies. There were many ITuguenots who disgraced
the name they assumed; but had they all been pious, the tri-
umphant Romanist would not have spared them. The cause
of pure religion suffered much from the violenee of these hot-
headed partisans. At Rheims the “ Lutherans” ate meat pub-
licly in Lent, broke the lanterns before the image of the Vir-
gin over the great door of the cathedral, and prowled about
at night defacing the crosses and pietures. One Gillet, a law-
yer, drove a priest from a echapel, seized the alms in the poor-
box, and gave the sacerdotal robes to his wife, who made caps
and other articles of feminine attire out of them. At Rouen,
when a Catholic priest spoke of purgatory.in his sermon, the
Huguenots called him “a fool,” and the children who had
been trained for the purpose, imitated the amorous noises of
cats. The Reformed doctrine was introduced into Brittany
in 1558 by Andeclot. At Croisic the “new apostles” were so
bold as to preach in the principal chureh, Notre Dame de
Pitié, of whieh the people and clergy complained as soon as
Andelot’s back was turned. The bishop of the diocese
marched in solemn procession through the streets, after which
the clergy attacked with a large culverine a house in which
the preachers had taken refuge. The inmates; nineteen in
number, escaped during the night, and the prelate was very
properly condemned by the government, “ such violent prac-
tices being unusual in the kingdom,” which certainly was not
a correet statement.

It was supposed that a general couneil by restoring unity
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to the Chureh would cure many of the evils under which
France suffered. The queen-mother supported this opinion,
and we may imagine we hear her speaking in a letter written
by Francis II. to the Bishop of Limoges: “The, Church of
God,” he says, “will never enjoy peace or rest, never shall we
see the end of the troubles and calamities which this religious
division is bringing over all the Christian world, unless a gen-
cral council be convened. . . . It isnotorious that the Coun-
cil of Trent has not been received or approved by Germany
or by the Protestants, who have attacked its authority, as
having been held without them. . . . We Christian princes
ought to try by all means to invite the Protestants and Ger-
mans to the council, . . . it being my opinion that it had bet-
ter not open at all, if the Germans and Protestants are not in-
vited, for it would be labor in vain.”+ Sueh was the tone in
which the king wrote to the pope, and such were the senti-
ments he desired Limoges to lay before the King of Spain.
He even went so far as to threaten to hold a national couneil,
if the pope were obstinate. “Tt is undeniable,” he said, ¢ that
there are so many abuses in the manners of churchmen, that
there are but few of them who do their duty. Now this neg-
lect breeds that eontempt for divine things, by which men
are led to forsake God and fall into those errors wherein we
now see them.” Ina similar strain he wrote to the Bishop of
Rennes, his embassador at the imperial court.®

In a somewhat similar tone wrote the Cardinal of Lorraine
to the same bishop, nrging the necessity of a couneil, and
blaming the coldness of the pope. He eomplains of the ¢ piti-
ful condition into whieh religion had fallen,” and declares a
council to be “the only remedy for all our ills” In nearly
the same words writes Florimond de Robertet, secretary of
state, adding that the king was resolved at all events “to con-
voke an assembly of notables.”

These opinions compared with the instructions given to the
French prelates at the Couneil of Trent may be taken as evi-

* Aubespine Correspondence, pp. 431, 433, 434, 442, 501.
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dence that the court was sincere in its desire to purify the
national church. Those ecclesiastics were to demand that the
ceremonial should be corrected and all other things whereby
the ignorant might be abused under a show of piety; that the
cup should be restored to the laity ; that the sacraments should
be administered in the vulgar tongue; that during mass the
Word of God should be read and interpreted, and the young
people should be catechised, to the end that all might be in-
structed in what they should believe, and how they should live
so as to please God; that prayers should be offered up in
French, and that certain times should be appointed, as well at
high mass as at vespers, wherein it might be lawful to sing
psalms in the church. The prelates were also instructed to
complain of the unchaste lives of the clergy.*

There can be little doubt, therefore, that in the summer of
1560 France was on the brink of a great religious change, per-
haps of a national reformation. Catherine de Medicis inclined
toward it, not that she cared much about creeds, but because
it seemed an admirable political weapon ready to her hand:
The Cardinal of Lorraine did not oppose it, probably hoping
to increase his wealth by the plunder of the Church, after the
English example. All moderate-minded people wished for a
reformation that did not involve separation from Rome.
Even the violent Gaspard de Saulx-Tavannes listened for once
to the voice of common sense: “Mass ought not to be said in
French, no change or reform should be introduced into the
ceremonies without the approval of a general council. Never-
theless, I must confess (he added) that the people would be
much more stirred up to devotian, if they heard in their own
tongue the chants of the priests and the psalms that are sung
in church.”

While these conciliatory measures were under discussion in
the royal council-chamber, the difference between the two

* The instruetions were signed by the King and Catherine, Guise, Mont-
morency, the Cardinal of Lorraine, I'Hopital, and Charles of Bourbon. See
Le Plat, v. p. 501.
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creeds was growing wider. The Reformers had increased so
greatly in many of the large towns, particularly in the south
and west (as we shall presently see), that in defiance of the
edicts they gave up their secret meetings in woods and barns,
and worshiped in public. The king wrote to Tavannes re-
speeting the troubles in Dauphiny, ordering him to collect
troops and “cut the rcligious rebels in pieces. . . . There is
niothing I desire more than to exterminate them utterly, and so
tear them up by the roots that no fresh ones may arise. . .

Chastise them without merey.”* Six months later (Oet.,1560)
the king sent Paul de la Barthe, marshal of Termes, to Poitiers
with 200 men-at-arms to check heresy, and particularly to
¢ catch the ministers and punish them soundly.” They were to
Dbe hanged without trial. * ITe was to permit no assemblies, and
if any were held, he was to fall upon them with the sword. “I
beg of you, cousin,” he wrote, “ to sweep the country clear of
such rabble who disturb the world.”t Such orders were the
fruit of the Guise government; it is but just, however, to say,
that it is doubtful whether this letter was sent to the marshal,
probably because on reflection it appeared too eruel. The
Count of Villars, deseribing the effect produced by this mer-
ciless persccution, writes: “Part of the inhabitants of Nismes,
to the number of 3000 or 4000, have retired into the mount-
ains of the Gevaudan, whence they threaten to descend into
the plain, in which case those who appear the most submissive
will vinfallibly join them. The heresy extends every day.”
As for the prisoners, he continues, their number is so great
that it is impossible to put them all to death. On the 12th Oc-
tober, 1560, he informs the eonstable that he has burned two
mule-loads-of hooks from Geneva, valued at 1000 crowns, and
set free 2 number of women on their promise “ to live in obe-
dience to God, the Roman Church, and the King.”{ 1In the
same'month the magistrates of Anjou complain to the cardi-
nal, that  the seditious remnants of Amboise, uniting with the

* Aubespine : Corresp. 12th April, 1560, pp. 342, 361.
1 Ibid. 1st October, 1560. 1 Ibid. p. 635.
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depraved nobility to the number of 1000 or 1200, celebrate
the communion and disturb the country.” *

As the barbarous orders of the court could not be kept se-
cret, they only served to exasperate the Hugnenots. Becom-
ing more aggressive, they appropriated many of the churches
to their own use, turning out the priests, whom they often
cruelly maltreated. The saered edifices they purified, as they
called it, by destroying the pictures, breaking down the roods,
throwing away the relics, and giving the consecrated wafer to
swine. 'We ean hardly pieture to ourselves the horror excited
in Catholic minds by such outrages. It may be compared
with the thrill of agony that ran through England, when the
atrocities of the Sepoy mutiny became known. The Duke of
Guise retaliated with nurelenting ferocity. He was governor
of Dauphiny, and, to intimidate that province, he ordered one
Maugiron, a creature of his and afterward governor of Lyons,
to make an example of the people of Valence and Romans.
These places were taken by a foul stratagem, two of the Hau-
guenot ministers were beheaded, and the prineipal citizens
were hanged, and their honses given up to pillage. One fe-
rocity begot another. Two Reformed gentlemen, Montbrun
and’ Mouvans, raised the ecountry, destroying or -defiling
churehes, opening convents and turning out the inmates, espe-
cially the nuns, and ill-using the priests, and defiantly celebrat-
ing public worship under arms. The subsequent history of
Anthony Derichiend, seigneur of Mouvans, furnishes a strik-
ing illustration of the lawlessness and insecurity of the times.
Being tired of war, he and his brother Paul returned to their
homes at Castellane in Provence, intending to pass the remain-
der of their days in God’s service. They did not, however,
find the quiet they had expeeted. They were mueh annoyed
by their neighbors, and during Lent a grey friar went into the
pulpit and so inflamed the people against them that they were
besieged in their own house by a mob of several hundred

* Aubespine : Corresp. 14th October, 1560.
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men. They esecaped this peril, and Anthony appealed to Hen-
ry for protection, which was granted (1559). While he was
on his way to Grenoble, to lay his case before the Parliament,
as the king had bidden him, he halted at Draguignan. The
children, instigated by certain priests, began to hoot at him as
“g Lutheran,” and in a short time a fierce mob crowded
round the house in which he had taken shelter. Ioping to
save his life, he surrendered into the hands of the officers of
justice, who were too weak, and probably not over-anxious, to
protect him. The mob tore him out of their hands, beat him
to death, and inflicted brutalities on his eorpse whieh it is im-
possible to describe. Among other things they plucked out
his heart and other portions, and carried them on sticks tri-
umphantly round the town. One of the wretches offered a
morsel of the liver to a dog which refused to touch it. With
a kick and an oath the man howled out: “Are you too a
Lutheran like Mouvans ?”* An inquiry was ordered into the
outrage, but the passions of all the province were too much
excited to permit justice to be done. “Yon have killed the
old one,” said one of the royal commissioners, “ why don’t you
kill the young one? I would not give a straw for your cour-
age. Down with all these rascally Lutherans, kill them all.”
Paul now took up arms, and after inflicting much damage
upon his adversaries, was finally compelled to take refuge at
Geneva.

Of the morals of these ¢ rascally Lutherans” in this part of
France, we have the unimpeachable testimony of Procurcur
Marquet of Valence, who says that, for the eight years he held
the office of town-clerk, not a day passed but his registers
were full of complaints of outrages of every kind committed
during the night. The streets were unsafe after dark, and the
citizens were not seeure from robbery and violence even in
their own houses. Then he adds: “But after the preaching
of the Gospel, all that was altered, as if a change of life had

* Regnier de la Planche, p. 290.
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accompanied a change of doctrine.” No one was found bold
enough to contradiet such testimony.

One of the first persons to raise his voice against the perse-
cution of the Huguenots was I’Hopital, the chancellor. In
his inangural address to the Parliament of Paris (5th July,
1560) ke boldly declared the Church to be the cause of the re-
ligious disorders through its evil example; the soldiers were
unpaid and justified their violence; the mass of the people
both in town and country were ignorant and wicked, because
the priests preached to them about tithes and offerings, and said
nothing about godly living ; and that the only remedy was a
general council. Ile went on to argue that the diseases of the
mind are not to be healed like those of the body, adding, that
“though a man may recant he does not change his heart.” *

In this address L’Hopital spoke the sentiments of a small
but increasing party which, under the name of the ¢ politi-
cians,” tried to hold a balance between the Huguenots and
the Romanists. They might indeed be called “ constitutional-
ists,” for there is no doubt their seeret desire was to put an
end to the ministerial usurpation and despotism of the Guises.
They maintained that the dissidents had a right to be heard;
but their arguments would have been ineffectual had the ex-
chequer been in a flourishing condition. The government
was in extreme want of money, the annual expenditure ex-
ceeding the income by nearly three millions of livres. Loans
eould only be raised at exorbitant rates of interest, and to im-
pose new taxes would only inerease the disorders of the coun-
try and perhaps drive the peasants into another Jaequerie.
Thus all parties eame at last to agree in the necessity of call-
ing the States-General together ; preliminary to which letters
patent were issued, convening an assembly of Notables at Fon-
tainebleau, these Notables being persons of rank and influenee_

* ¢ Quand un homme ayant manvaise opinion faisait 'amende honorable,
et pronongait'les mots dicelle, il ne changeait pour cela son ccear, Fopinion
se muant par oraisons a Dieu, parole, et raison persuadée.” Commentaires,
p. 78 verso.

G
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among the nobles and clergy, knights of the order of St. Mi-
chacl, and lawyers. .

The king was escorted to the place of meeting by a strong
guard, in addition to the troops under the command of the
Guises. The general distrust and insecurity were shown by
the number of armed men who accompanied the great chicf-
tains of each party. The constable was attended by his two
sons, Marshals Montmorency and Damville, and followed by
cight hundred gentlemen on horseback.  Coligny, Andelot,
the Vidame of Chartres, and Prince Porcien entered with nine
hundred of the inferior nobility. The meecting was opened
on the 21st August, in the apartments of Catherine de Medi-
cis. Grouped around the young king were his brothers and
their mother ; the Cardinals of Bourbon, Lorraine, Guise, and
Chatillon; the Dukes of Guise and Aumale, the Constable and
the Admiral ; Marshals St. André and Brissae, the knights of
the order, and other privy councilors. The two princes of
the blood (Navarre and Condé) were absent, having (it is
said) come to an arrangement with Coligny never to be pres-
ent at the same place with him lest they should all be eaught
in the trap at once. Francis II. opened the proceedings with
a few complimentary phrases, and then deputed his chancellor
to lay before the members the condition of the eountry.
I Hopital, who had succeeded Olivier through the influence of
the Duchess of Montpensier, a special favorite of Catherine’s,
was not a man of illustrious birth ; but by industry, integrity,
and learning, he had risen step by step to the highest office in
the state. . On this occasion, with rather less prolixity than was
customary in those days, he described the state as being siek,
the Church corrupted, justice weakened, the nobles disorder-
ly, and the zeal and loyalty which the people were wont to
show the king wonderfully cooled ; and that the remedy for
all these evils was hard to find. IIe did not so much as ven-
ture to hint at one of the remedies ; but at the second sitting,
two days later (22d August), Coligny boldly opened up the
matter by presenting a petition from the Iuguenots, in which

.
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they justified their faith by Seripture, asserted their loyalty
and love for the king, professed that they had never under-
stood their duty so well toward their sovereign as since they
had been converted to the new doctrine, prayed that a stop
might be put to the cruel perseeutions under which they were
suffering, and asked permission to read the Bible and hold
their meetings in open day, offering in return “to pay larger
tribute than the rest of His Majesty’s subjects.” Strange to
say, the prayer of the petition was supported by two high ec-
elesiastical dignitaries—John de Montlue, Bishop of Valence,
and Charles de Marillac, Arehbishop of Vienne. Montlue was
an eloquent speaker, much esteemed for his experience in pub-
lic affairs and knowledge of sacred literature. He denounced
the severities and tyranny of the judges toward the Luther-
ans, and charged the Guises with violating the laws of the
kingdom and sowing dissensions between the king and his
subjects. He dgseribed the superior clergy as “idlers not
having the fear of God before their eyes, or that they would
have to give an aceount of their flocks,” adding that their only
care was for the revenue of their sees, and that thirty or forty
of them were non-resident, leading scandalous lives in Paris ;
the inferior clergy he eharacterized as ignorant and avaricious.
He went on to say: “Let your majesty sce that the word of
God be no more profaned, but let the Seriptures be every-
where read and explained with purity and sineerity. Let the
Gospel be preached daily in your house, so that the mouths of
those may be ‘shut who say that God’s name is never heard
there.” Then turning to the two queens, Mary Stuart and
Catherine de Medieis, he continued: “Pardon me, ladies, if T
dare entreat you to order your damsels to sing not foolish
songs, but the Psalms of David and spiritual hymns; and re-
member that the eye of God is over all men and in all places;
and is fixed there only where his name is praised and exalt-
ed.” The.remedy he proposed, and which had been men-
tioned in the petition presented by Coligny, was a general
‘council.
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In one part of his speech, when giving a sketch of the prog-
ress of Reform in France, he passed a noble compliment on
its ministers: “The doctrine,” he said, “which finds favor
with your subjects has not been sown in one or two days, but
has taken thirty years: it was brought in by 300 or 400 min-
isters, men of diligence and learning, of great modesty, grav-
ity, and apparent holiness, professing to detest all vice, espe-
cially avarice ; fearing not to lose their lives so that they might
enforece their teaching, having Jesus Christ always on their
lips . . . . a name so sweet that it opens the closest ears and
sinks easily into the hearts of the most hardened. These
preachers, finding the people without pastor or guide, with no
one to instruct or teach them, were received readily, and list-
ened to willingly. So that we need not be surprised if great
numbers have embraced this new doctrine, which has been
proclaimed by so many preachers and books.” On the other
hand, he said that bishoprics were frequent]y bestowed upon
children, and benefices eonferred upon cooks, barbers and lae-
queys.

Marillac, who had learned experience as embassador at the
court of Charles V., used similar but stronger language: he
spoke of the “corrupted diseipline of the Church, of multi-
plied abuses, frequent seandals, and licentious ministers,” and
agreed that the only remedy lay in a national council. “To pre-
pare the way for that council,” he said, ¢ three or four things
are necessary. Firstly, all the bishops, without exeeption,
must be forced to reside in their dioceses. Secondly, we must
show by our actions that we are determined to reform our-
selves, and to that end we must put down simony. For spirit-
ual things are given by God freely without money: gratis ac-
cepistis, gratis date. 'Thirdly, we must fast and confess our
sinsg, whieh is the first step toward a cure. Fourthly, both fac-
tions must lay down their arms.” The next day Coligny de-
fended the petition he had presented. “The king,” he said,
“was beloved and not hated ; and the people did not like to be
kept from him. All the discontent was against those who
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managed affairs, and would easily be quieted, if they would
rule aceording to the laws of the kingdom.” He advised the
assembling of the States-Geeneral and the dimissal of the guard,
which was not required for the protection of the sovereign.
He also suggested the relaxation of the persecutions until the
assembling of a eouneil. “But your petition,” said Franeis
IL, “has no signatures.” ‘“That is true, Sire,” replied the
admiral; “but if you will allow us to meet for the purpose, I
will in one day obtain in Normandy alone 50,000 signatures.”
“And I,” said the Duke of Guise,* interrupting him, “will
find 100,000 good Catholies to break their heads.” He then
contended that a royal guard had become necessary sinee the
affair of Amboise. My brother and I,” he said, “ have never
offended or given cause of discontent to any as regards their
private affairs.” The Cardinal of Lorraine argued that, to
permit the Reformed to have their temples and the right of
publie worship was to approve of their “idolatry,” which the
king eould not do without the risk of eternal damnation.t
He denied the loyalty of the petitioners, “who are obedient
only on condition that the king should be of their opinion and
their seet, or at least approves of it.” e gloried in the ani-
mosity of the Huguenots, adding (as if aside) “there are
twenty-two of their libels against me now on my table, and I
intend to preserve them very carefully.” In.coneclusion he
called for the severest measures against such “of the religion”
as should take up arms; but as for those who went unarmed
to the sermon, sang psalms, and kept away from mass, he did
not advise their punishment, seeing that all severity hitherto
had been useless. = Ie even expressed regret that they should
have been so cruelly treated, and offered his life if that could
bring the stray sheep back to the fold. Ie ended with an ex-
hortation to the clergy to reform themselves, and desired that

* Commentaires, p. 101 verso. Regnier assigns the duke’s retort to his
brother the Cardinal. Sce also Mignet, Journal des Savants, 1859, p. 25 ;
Bouillé : Iist. Guise, ii. p. 86.

t ‘¢ Sans étre perpétuellement damné.” Mayer, FEtats gén. x. 296.
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the bishops and others should inquire into the abuses of the
Church and report thereon to the king. Of good words and
good resolutions the cardinal always had an ample store upon
which he could draw at will. They were mere counters with
which to play the game of politics.

The discussion, which also embraced the subjeet of the tu-
mult of Amboise, the severity of the retaliation, and the alarm-
ing increase of the royal body-guard (which was denounced
in nearly the same terms as our ancestors complained of a
standing army), resulted in a decision to convene, first, the
States-General, and, afterward, a national council, to decide
upon the religious faith of the French people. The King of
Spain remonstrated through his embassador against the meet-
ing of the States, on the ground that it would “puff up the
Huguenots ;” and offered his aid to chastise them. But
money was wanted, and the court was prepared to make any
temporary sacrifice in order to procure supplies. The Vene-
tian embassador saw the importance of this official recognition
of the Reformed party. ¢ Either their desires will be satisfied,”
he says, “or else,if any attempt is made to keep them obe-
dient to the pope, the court must resort to force, shed pitiless-
ly the blood of the nobility, divide the kingdom into two par-
ties, and come to a eivil war, which will destroy both conntry
and religion. . . . Religious changes always lead the way to
political ehanges ;”* an assertion which is only partially true.
Political and religious changes, when national and not merely
personal, are produced by the operation-of similar causes ;
and which change shall come first depends upon circumstances
that appear to vary in every case. In 1560 the Venetian em-
bassador certainly had not sufficient data from which to draw
so sweeping a coneclusion. The court saw no danger in the
proposed assemblies, and writs were issued for the States-Gen-
eral to meet in December, 1560, at Meaux in Brie, and for a
national council of hishops and other church dignitaries to

* Baschet, p. 506.
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assemble at Pontoise on the following month of January.
The letters of convocation ran that ¢ they were to confer to-
gether and resolve what should be laid before a general eoun-
cil; and until that should assemble, the clergy were to sus-
pend all proceedings against heretics, and correct the abuses
that had gradually crept into the house of God.” *

After the Amboise failure, Anthony of Navarre kept him-
self aloof at Nerac in Gascony, where he was joined by his
brother Condé, who had openly professed the new religion.
The latter succeeded in inspiring the king with some of his
own spirit, but could not induee him to take any step that
would commit him with the Lorraine party. DMeanwhile the
little town on the Baise became the general rendezvous of all
the discontented, who, undismayed by the past, were quite as
ready to act as to speak. DBut there was no one to lead them,
for the eldest of the Bourbon line still hesitated. It was sup-
posed that a remonstrance from the whole Huguenot body
might move him, and with that intent the chiefs of the Prot-
estant party laid before him “a supplication,” in which they
(to the number of more than a million) offered him the dispos-
al of their lives and fortunes, provided he would make com-
mon eause with them by putting himself at their head ; threat-
ening, in case of refusal, to choose another leader, native or
foreign® The supplication was nominally addressed to both
princes, but was really intended for Navarre alone, who how-
ever was not bold enough to act upon it.

At the same time the Guises, repenting that they had per-
mitted Condé, “ the dumb ehief,” to leave Amboise, began to
strengthen their hands. Duke Francis, now lieutenant-gener-
al of the kingdom, having full control over the military re-
sourees of the country, increased the royal body-guard by the
addition of several regiments, the command of which he gave
to the infamous Du Plessis-Richelicu, one time a monk but
now a soldier. He also received troops from Scotland, kept

* Mayer: Coll. Etats gén. x. p. 810.
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up the veteran regiments of Brissae, which had just returned
from Italy, and negotiated for the assistance of Swiss and
German mercenaries. This step, as we shall see, necessarily
drove the Huguenots to seek foreign help. Meanwhile the
King of Navarre and his brother appear to have entered into
a new plot against the Guises, of which a general Huguenot
insurrection formed a part. It was to begin with the seizure
of Lyons, an important town close to the Swiss frontier and
on the northern border of the most Protestant portion of
France. Here Condé was to rally all the disaffected nobility
and gentry, while Navarre headed a similar rising in the west.
This plot, even more abscure than that of Amboise, came to
nothing, beyond implicating the two Bourbon princes, whose
share in it is, nevertheless, somewhat doubtful. This was an-
other triumph for the house of Lorraine, who determined to
crash their rivals at once and forever. Franeis IL proceed-
ed to Orleans escorted by a numerous guard. The Prince of
Roche-sur-Yon was made governor for the oceasion ; the gar-
risons from the neighboring towns were called in, which, added
to the king’s escort of 4000 foot, composed a force of nearly
10,000 men.  Hither the two brothers were summoned to ex-
plain their conduet, and the Count of Crussol, the bearer of the
letters, was instructed to hint that resistance was hopeless, as
the king could bring against them 48,000 French troops be-
sides Swiss and German lansquenets. Moreover the King of
Spain had promised to assist with two large armies, one enter-
ing France by Picardy, the other by the Pyrenees. Anthony
at first held back, despite these hints, and had he been as en-
terprising as his brother, he might soon have been at the head
of a force as strong as any that the Guises could muster
against him, and for a time it was believed at court that he
could do so. But he was always mean-spirited, always crouch-
ing, and cringing, and thinking of himself. Some time before
this, in order to contradict a report coming from Spain that
he favored the Amboise conspirators* he fell upon some

* Letter of Francis II. to Anthony, April15: Colbert, MSS. vol. xxviii.
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Protestant insurgents at Agen and cut them to pieces. Both
he and his brother had been warned of the impending ‘danger:
The Princess of Condé wrote to her husband: “ Every step
you take toward the court brings you nearer to destruction:
If your death is inevitable, it is surely more glorious to dic at
the head of an army than to perish ignominiously on the scaf-
fold.” Catherine also intimated to him circuitously that it
was death for him to come to court.” *

After he had made up his mind to go to Orleans, Anthony
moved so slowly and irresolutely that the journey occupied
him a month. On the road he dismissed the little band of
Huguenot gentlemen who had gathered round him with the
words : “I must obey, but I will obtain your pardon from the
king.” “Go,” said an old captain, “go and ask pardon for your:
self : our safety is in our swords.”t On the 81st October;
1560, he reached Orleans. It was nearly dark when he enter-
ed the city, accompanied by his brother Louis, the Cardinal of
Bourbon, and a few servants. No one dared go out to meet
him, and extraordinary precautions had been taken to guard
against a hostile attack. Immediately on the arrival of Fran-
cis IL the city had (to use a modern term) been put under
martial law.  Artillery brought from Compid¢gne was mount-
ed on the walls, the sentries were doubled, and the citizens or-
dered, under the severest penalties, to deliver up their arms,
even including such knives as were of unusual length. Nu-
merous arrests had been made of suspected persons, and among
them was the high-bailiff of the city. And now from the
gates to the castle where the king lodged armed men lined the
streets in double file—an imposing but idle show. When An-
thony reached the royal quarters, he desired, according to his
privilege as a prince of the blood, to ride into the court-yard ;

* Castelnau in-his Mémoires says, that the queen-mother assured them
they might come ‘¢ without fear,” and would be as safe in Orleans as in their
own houses. ~ Both stories may be trac, and this is not the only time when
her public and private opinions were at variance.

+ Voltaire : Fssai surles Guerres civiles.
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but the. great gates were shut against him, and he had to dis-
mount and enter by a wicket. The Venetian embassador,
Giovanni Michieli, thus deseribes his appearance about this
time :— Ie is now between forty-four and forty-five years of
age. Ilis beard is getting grey, his demeanor is much more
imposing than that of his brother, whose statire is low, and
figure awkward. He is tall, robust, and well-made, and his
courage in battle is highly extolled, though he is rather a good
soldier than a skillful general.” Another embassador mentions
with astonishment the rich car-rings and other ornaments An-
thony delighted to wear. -
Francis received him frowningly, not condescending to
raise his hat, as he was wont to do to the meanest gentle-
man. After kneeling, Anthony said he had come thither in
obedience to the royal command, to vindicate his character
against calumnious charges; to which the king replied that
it was well, at the same time forbidding him to quit Orleans
without permission. As Condé did not utter a word, the
king angrily reproached him with conspiracy and rebellion.
The prince replied calmly that these were slanders invented
by his enemies, and that he would take care to justify him-
self; to which Franeis made answer that, to give him an op-
portunity of so doing, he would be kept in prison until trial.
The king then ordered the captains of his guard, Chavigny
and Brezay, to arrest the prince. As they were leading him
away, he said to the Cardinal of Bourbon, who had per-
suaded him to trust the king: “ By your exhortations you
have betrayed your brother to death.”* Ile was guarded
very strictly; the windows of the house in which he was
confined were closely barred, sentinels were posted round
it, and no onc was allowed to have access to him. “The
King of Navarre,” says Throckmorton, ¢“goeth at liberty,
but as it were a prisoner, and is every other day on hunt-

* Comment. de U Estat, p. 112. Regnier adds: “Dont il (the cardinal) fut
tellement contristé qu’il n’eut recours qu’ 4 ses larmes.”
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ing.”* Ile was under strict surveillance; all his words and
acts were closely watched.

The Chatillons had been duly summoned to attend at
Orleans. Andelot, suspecting treachery, retired to Brittany;
while his brother the admiral, who was equally suspicious of
the Guises, determined to be present in his place. He bade
farewell to his wife, shortly to become a mother, as if he was
never to see her face again, desiring her to have the babe
christened by the “ true ministers of the word of God.” Cath-
erine received him cordially, and indeed put him on his guard,
it being her interest thus to play off one party against the
other.

And now once more the Guises were triumphant, and their
hands were strengthened by the acts of those who had plotted
their ruin. Now that the prey was in their grasp, they would
show no mercy. But first they must be revenged on the Hu-
guenots, “those silly folks who bring such scandal on the
honor of God,” as the cardinal wrote to De Burie. “We
must make a striking example of them, so that, by the punish-
ment of a few bad men, the good may be preserved.” The
pastors were especially singled out, that their fate might be a
warning for the future. Condé was to be tried before a pack-
ed commission, of whose verdict and sentence there eould be
no doubt. Iis brother’s fate was equally certain,} and as soon
as the two princes of the blood were dispatched, the admiral
with Montmorency and all the opponents of the Lorraine
family were to be got rid of. Such a scheme of wholesale
murder is hardly credible, though supportéd by the strong
testimony of the Spanish embassador, who feared the Guises
were going a “little too fast.”{ Anthony of Navarre was

* Hardwicke : State Papers, i. p. 129 ; Letter to the Queen, 17th of No-
vember, 1560.

+ The duke and the cardinal openly boasted that, at two blows, they
would cut off the heads of heresy and rebellion. Davila, liv. ii.

1 ¢¢ Seria mas acertado castigar poco 4 poco los culpados que prender tan-
tos de un golpe.” Simancas Archives : Journ. des Savants, 1839, p. 39.
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to be the first victim. One day he was summoned to an audi-
enee with the king, at which it had been arranged that a quarrel
should be got up between him and Franeis IL. ; that the latter
should draw his sword as in self-defense; and that the erea-
tures of the Guises should then rush in and murder the prince.
It is alleged that Anthony had been informed of the plot, but
nevertheless would not shrink from the audience. As he
was leaving his quarters, he said to Captain Renty, one of his
faithful followers : “If I perish, strip off my shirt and earry it
to my wife, and bid her take it to every Christian king in
Europe, and eall on him to avenge my death.” As soon as
Anthony entered the presenee-chamber, the door was closed
behind him. Franecis made some insulting observations, but
hesitated—was it through fear or pity >—to give the signal
for his uncle’s murder. “The coward!” muttered the Duke
of Guise, who stood watching on the other side of the door.
Anthony survived the perilous interview.*

The Chaneellor L’Hopital and five judges were appointed
as a commission to try Cond¢ in prison, and although he re-
fused to plead before them, it availed him nothing. This pro-
test and such answers as he did make having been laid before
the king in couneil, the prince was found guilty of high trea-
son, and eondemned to lose his head. But before the sen-
tence could be carried out, great changes took place in Franee.
About the middle of November the king, whose health had
never been very. robust, ¢ felt himself somewhat evil-disposed
of his body, with a pain in his head and one of his ears.”t
He rapidly grew worse; all means of relief were tried, but
tried in vain. He was suffering from internal abscess. While
he lay between life and death, the Guises made a desperate
effort to get rid of the only antagonist whom they really fear-
ed. They urged Catherine to make away with their common

*.I give this incident as I find-it, but hold it to.be a fiction. It is incon-
sistent with the king’s character and the state of his health at the time.

+ Throckmorton to Chamberlayne, 21st November, 1560 ; Wright's Eliz-
abeth, i. p. 57.
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enemy before it was too late; but Catherine, knowing that,
in the strife of parties, the enemy of Guise must be a friend
to her, refused to do any thing without consulting the chancel-
lor. L’Hopital found the queen “weeping among her women,
who surrounded her in deep silence, their eyes fixed on the
ground.” It did not give him mueh trouble to show the illegal-
ity as well as the impolicy of the proposed act, and Condé was
saved. On the 5th of Deecember Franeis II. expired in great
agony, and as it was part of the popular faith to believe that
no great personage could die a natural death, Ambrose Paré,
the famous surgeon, was accused of poisoning the youthful
king by pouring ¢ aleporous distillment” into his ear, by com-
mand of the queen-mother.* . Coligny, as one of the chief ofii-
cers of the crown, had the melancholy charge of watching the
dying king, and did not leave the bedside until Francis had
breathed his last. Then—turning to the eourtiers who were
present, and who had gathered round the Duke of Guise—he
said, with the pious gravity that was natural to him: “Gen-
tlemen, the king is dead ; let that teach us how to live.” IRe-
turning to his quarters as soon as he eould leave the king’s
chamber, he sat in deep thdught before the fire, his tooth-pick,
as usual, in his mouth, and his feet on the embers. Fontaine,
one of his suite, observing his abstraction, eaught him by the
arm: “Sir, you have been wool-gathering enough. You have
burned your boots.” “Ah! Fontaine,” replied the admiral,
“only a week ago you and I would have thought ourselves
well off with the loss of a leg each, and now we have only lost
a pair of boots. It is a good exchange.”

The Huguenots were accused of exulting at the king’s death;
and we ean almost exeuse them, eonsidering what they had suf-
fered during his brief reign. Calvin looked upon it as the judg-
ment of God. “Did you ever hear or read of any thing so
opportune as the death of the little king,” he said. “Just
when there was no remedy for our extreme evils, God sudden-

* Vie de Coligny, p. 221.
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ly appeared from heaven, and he who had pierced the eye of
the father struck the ear of the son.”* Beza also regarded it
in the same light. e says, the sword was already at our
throats when * the Lord our God rose up and carried off that
miserable boy by a death as foul as it was unforeseen. No
royal honors were paid his corpse, and the enemy of the Lu-
therans was buried like a Lutheran.”

The people were but little attached to Franecis, and called
him ¢ the king without vices,” to which the Huguenots added,
“and without virtues.” e was in fact just what the persons
about him made him. Ie was edueated by Jaecques Amyot,
the learned translator of Plutarch, in an age when translating
had not become a mechanical art. e had always been a sick-
ly child, and there is a letter extant of his father’s, from which
we learn, not only that Henry IL loved his children, but also
the weakness of the dauphin’s constitution.} Voltaire very
fairly describes him as a

Faible enfant qui de Guise adorait les capriees,
Et dont on ignorait et les vertus ct les vices.
Henriade.

* Calvin to Sturm, 16th Dee. 1560. Bonnet: Lettres de Calvin.

t¢Non minus feedo qnam inexpectato mortis gencre sustulit.  Mortuo
nullus, ut regi, honos habitus. . . . Lutherano more sepnltus Lutherano-
rum hostis.” Beza to Bullinger, 22d Jan. 1561; Banm’s Theodor Deza,
ii. p. 18, Suppl.

t Paris: Cubinet historique, ii. p. 57.
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NOTE.

One of the most violent of the satires aimed at the Cardinal of Lorraine
was that called *The Tiger,” about which very little is known. The author-
ship is doubtful, the title disputed, and of two works recently brought to
light, it is hard to say which is the original. De Thou speaks of a ‘‘libellus
cui Zigridi prefixus.” In a tract, ¢ Religiopis et Regis adversus Calvini,
Beze et Ottomanni conjuratorum factionis defensio prima’ (8vo. 1562, fol.
17), we read : ‘¢ Hic te, Ottomanne, cxcntere incipio. Scis enim ex cujus offi-
cina 7igris prodiit, liber certe tigridi parente dignissimus. Tute istius libelli
authorem. . . .” There is also extant a letter to Hotmann from Sturm,
who was rector of the High School of Strasburg in June, 1562: ¢ Ex hoc
genere Tygris, immanis illa bellua quam tu kic contra cardinalis existima-
tionem divulgare curasti.” But if these two authorities are conclusive as
to Hotmann'’s authorship, they leave ns in doubt as to what was the real
title of the satire, and which is the original of two contemporary libels.
To the rescarches of M. Charles Nodier we owe the discovery of a manu-
script poem entitled : ¢‘Le Tigre, Satire sur les Gestes mémorables des Guy-
sards” (4to, 1561), and beginning thus :

Méchant diable acharné, sépulere abominable,
Spectacle de malheur, vipére épouvantable,

Monstre, tygre enragé, jusques 4 quand par toi
Verrons-nous abuser le jeune dge du roy ?

The title of the other satire is ¢ Epistre envoiée au Tygre de la France,”
and begins thus:—¢ Tigre enragé, vipére vénimeuse, sépulcre d’abomina-
tion, spectacle de malheur, jusques & quand sera-ce que tu abuseras de la
jeunesse de nostre roy ?” It charges the Cardinal with incest, but the ¢ sis-
ter” was a sister-in-law, Anne of Este, wife of Duke Francis of Guise: ¢ Qui
ne voit rien de saint que tu ne sonilles, rien de chaste que tu ne violes, rien
de bon que tu ne gites. L’honneur de ta sceur ne se peut garantir d’avee
toy. Tulaisscs ta robe, tu prens I'épée pour I'aller voir. Le mari ne peut
étre si vigilant que tu ne degoives sa femme,” ete.  This was first printed at
Strasburg in 1562, and it was for selling one or other of these that Martin
Lhomme was put to death. The indictment mentions ¢ épitres divers
et cartels diffamatoires,” but no verse—which is not however conclusive
against the poem. The date appears adverse to the claim of the prose sat-
ire; but both versions are s0 much alike as to suggest community of origin.
May there not have been a Latin original, and may not Henri Etienne,
author of the * Discours merveilleux,” have had more to do with it than Fran-
cis Hotmann, professor of civil law at Strasburg? The proclamation is-
sued against it by the Parliament of Paris bears date 13th July, 1560.
[See Brunet: ¢ Manuel du ibraire,” ii. 193.]
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CHAPTER IV.
FRANCE AT THE'ACCESSION OF CHARLES IX.

[1560.]

Contrast—Power of King and Nobles—The Provinces—Roads—Rate of
Traveling—Forests—Wild Animals—DBrigandage—Inns—League of the
Loire — Agricultnre — Condition of the Peasantry — Rent — Serfage—
Wages—Cost of Provisions—Food—Sumptuary Laws—Soecial Changes
—Ignorance of the Pecople—Population of France—Taxation—Army and
Navy—The Clergy—Superstitions—Justice—Punishments— Brutality of
Manners—Domestic Architecture—Paris—Cities of France: Orleans,
Rouen, Bordeaux, Dieppe, Lyons, Boulogne, Dijon, Moulins, and St.
Etienne.

Ix the middle of the sixteenth eentury, France was not the
centralized, orderly, well-policed country which the traveler of
the nineteenth century is so eager to visit, and which he leaves
with so much regret. It was in name a monarehy ; but un-
less the king were a man of resolute will, he became a mere
pageant in the state. The nobility inherited much of the
haughty turbulent spirit of their Frank ancestors, and despite
—if not .in consequenece of—what Louis XI had done, they
still looked upon the sovereign as little more than the first
among peers, primus inter pares, paying him the respect due
to his position as their nominal superior ; but resisting him
when they pleased, and only kept in order by the power of
rival barons. When Montlue summoned the mutinous nobles
of the South to return to their allegiance, and obey the king,
they exclaimed : “ What king? 'We are the king. The one
you speak of is a baby king: we will give him the rod, and
show him how to earn his living like other people.” It was
very much in this spirit that the house of Guise behaved to-
ward Francis II. and his two suceessors.
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France was divided into numerous provinces,* partially in-
dependent under their own governors and parliaments, and
with hardly more sympathy between them than there is now
between Belgiun and Holland. In almost every provinece you
heard a separate dialect: the Normans and the Gascons were
mutually unintelligible, and the inhabitant of Brittany had as
little in common with the dweller in Languedoc as the Sussex
boor with his fellow-laborer in Picardy. The river Loire di-
vided the kingdom into two parts—morally as well as geo-
graphically. Even to this day the traveler observes a differ-
ence between the people, their speech, their customs, and their
dress, immediately he erosses that boundary line. Great part
of the country north of the Loire had for centuries been gov-
erned by traditionary rules similar to our common law; to the
south, the code of Justinian had never fallen into complete des-
uetude ; and the forms—shadowy enough sometimes—of the
Roman municipalities still existed. The former had a strong
resemblance to England-as it was at the close of the Wars of
the Roses ; the latter reminded the Italian traveler of his native
land. On both sides of the river there was the same impa-
tience of that eentral authority which the modern Frenchman
worships. The provineial parliaments registered or rejected
the king’s decrees at their pleasure, and the taxes were levied
by order of their own estates; sclf-government in form more
than in reality. The governor of many a petty eastle would
set at naught the king’s express orders.

Nothing has greater power to amalgamate the various parts
of an empire, and smooth away differences, than good roads.
Three (some reckon four) royal roads, passing through the
whole length of France—the great highways constructed by

* The following were the twelve leading provinees : Normandy, governed
by the Dauphin ; Brittany, by the Duke of Etampes ; Gascony, by the King
of Navarre ; Languedoc and the Isle of France, by Constable Montmoren-
cy; Provence,” by the Count of Tende; Dauphiny and Champagne, by
Guise ; Lyonnais and the Bourbonnais, by Marshal St. André; Burgundy,
by the Duke of Nevers; and Picardy, by Coligny.

II
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the Roman conquerors of Gaul—were kept in tolerable con-
dition, as the importance of such great arteries required ; but
the lateral communications were, with few exceptions, in a
most unsatisfactory state. In winter, when the rivers over-
flowed their banks, or the snow lay deep, large towns within
a few miles of each other were completely eut off from all in-
tercourse. It often happened that one district was suffering
from famine, while its neighbor had more than it could con-
sume. The wines which in Anjou and the Orleannais sold for
one sol the measurc and even less, cost twenty and twenty-four
sols in Normandy and Picardy. Sometimes this scarcity and
variation in price may have been oceasioned by foolish local
restrictions upon the importation and exportation of provis-
ions; but the more frequent cause was the want of branch
roads—those which existed being often mere horse-tracks, and
as impassable in bad weather as the famous road from Balak-
lava to Inkermann. Catherine de Medicis, “flying on the
wings of desire and maternal affection,” went from Paris to
Tours in three days.* Joan of Navarre, traveling with ¢ extra-
ordinary speed,” spent eighteen days on the road from Com-
piégne to Paris. It took eight days to carry the news of the
St. Bartholomew Massacre to Toulouse along one of the best
roads in France, and the same time to go from Mende to Paris.
Thirty years later it took Coryat five hours to travel from
Montreuil to Abbeville, a distance of twenty miles, his carriage
being a two-wheeled cart covered with an awning stretched
over thin hoops, not unlike that still used by our village ear-
riers. In 1560 L’Hopital was twelve days going from Nice to
St. Vallier (Drome), and he too was hurrying on as quickly
as possible. Lippomano, the Venctian embassador, traveling
on urgent business, could not exceed four leagues a day.
These examples, taken from varions parts of France, and from
persons of different degrees of social rank, show decisively
the difficulties of communication.

* Mém. de Marguérite de Valois, p. 18.
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This had much to do with the isolation of various parts of
France. In the sixteenth century nobody traveled who eould
help it. To journey from Paris to Toulouse, now a matter of
a few hours by railway, was then a work of time and danger.
Large forests were numerous—of twenty miles and more in
eireuit : there was one near Blois of not less than ninety miles.
ITere the brown bear, the wild boar, and the deer still roamed
at liberty. Inthe forest of Landeac, the Viscount Rohan pre-
served a drove of six hundred wild horses. Wolves would
occasionally issue from the forests, and ravage the country in
packs, as they still do in Poland and Russia.* In 1548 one of
these packs issued from the forest of Orleans, devouring men,
women, and children, until the peasantry rose en masse to ex-
terminate them.t But worse than these hungry animals were
the brigands who found shelter “in the merry greenwood,”
preying upon their neighbors, and especially upon travelers.
One band of ruffians, five hundred in number, roamed the coun-
try, storming towns and ecastles, burning villages and farm-
steads, pillaging, murdering, and committing fouler atrocities.
Travelers rarely journeyed alone: they formed into a sort of
caravan, sometimes escorted by soldiers, hardly less to be fear-
ed than the robbers themselves. If the adventurous merchant
passed safely through forest and over heath, he arrived at an
inn to find himself earefully classed. If he journeyed on foot,
he could not dine and lodge like one who went on' horsebaek.
The dinner of the first was fixed by tariff at six sols,and
the bed at eight; the latter paid respectively twelve and twen-
ty. In many cases the traveler had to earry his bed and food
with him, or he would have to go without.

The rivers, now so full of busy life, were rarely disturbed
by oar or sail; and up to the reign of Charles IX. the mer-
chants trading along the Loire were forced to combine into a
hanse or league in order to protect their property from plun-

* There wete rewards for killing these beasts: 5 sols for a wolf, 10 sols

for a she-wolf. MS. penes auct. ;
t Du Tillet : Recueil des Roys,ii p.192; Chronique (4to. 1618).
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der and excessive toll. They entered into treaties with the riv-
erain Rob Roys, paying an annual black-mail which saved them
from still greater exactions.* It was rare to find a bridge
without fort and bar which none could pass, by land or water,
without payment of pontage.

The country was better cultivated than might have been ex-
pected from the rude implements employed; but then, far
more than now, the fields were rarely divided by hedges. In
Beauce, the traveler might journey for many a long mile
through a fertile district, where the corn rippled in golden
waves beneath the summer sun; but there was no plantation,
scareely a tree upon which to rest the weary eye. Few signs
of life were visible from the highway: the peasants, for so
many centuries the victims of foreign or domestic war, had
wisely built their huts in the hollows and valleys, as far as pos-
sible removed from the routes of the brigands who composed
the armies of those days.t Iere and there a moated grange,
or isolated farm-house, was visible, with its cluster of fruit-
trees, a greener oasis in the surrounding plain ; but it was en-
closed with a high wall.

The lot of the agricultural population—of farmers as well
as of laborers—was a hard one. Serfage still existed in many
places, and the ploughman or the hedger could no more wan-
der in scarch of employment, or higher wages, than the low-
roofed church in which he was christened, where he was mar-
ried, and beneath whose shadow his weary limbs would rest
at last. Rent was usually paid in kind or in service. If in
kind, it was a certain share of the produce, which in Brittany
was a twelfth.f But the great influx of gold and silver eon-

* MS. penes auct.
t Sil 1ui reste encor de sa pauvre cueillette,

Quelque petit amas que sa femme discrette

Aara par un long temps, pour I'aider en saison,

Reservé chichement au coin de sa maison,

Le soldat lui snrvient, pire que n’est I'orage. *

Le Contr’ Empire des Sciences. Lyon, 1599.

1 ¢Un douzidme de la prisaie du produit.” Monteil MSS. i. 250.
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sequent upon the discovery of America was gradually intro-
ducing money rents, whicli, however, were so variable and un-
eertain, that no average appears possible. In Auvergne, in
1514, we find it as high as seven sols an acre, and in 1568 as
low as four deniers and a measure (setier) of seigle. ~Although
the feudal superior was gradually passing into the modern
landlord, serfage was so tenacious of life that it existed more
than two centuries longer. Only two years before the out-
break of the Revolution the serfs of twenty-three eommuni-
ties belonging to the abbey of Luxeul refused to be emanei-
pated, choosing to remain as they were rather than pay the
moderate fine required for their enfranchisement. A few
months later the serfs of Trépot had eonsented to pay the sum
demanded by their lord, when the Revolution eame and freed
them gratuitously.*

The agricultural population had been almost untouched
by that spirit of progress which had been felt in the great
cities and towns, and had led the way to the revival of relig-
ion. Their eondition was hardly better than in the days of
Louis XII., when the farmer was at times compelled to
plough his land by night, lest the tax-gatherers, who swarmed
like locusts, should come and seize his eattle. The peasants
in their remonstrance added piteously: “And when they are
taken, we yoke ourselves to the plough.” Their houses were
like the eabins still to be met with in the south and west of
Ireland, and in the remoter parts of Scotland. In Brittany
the traveler may still see many such dwellings—clay or mud-
built, covered with turf or rushes from the neighboring pool.
The beaten earth was the floor, a man eould rarely stand up-
right beneath its low roof. In that single room, often win-
dowless, the whole family huddled together. They were with-
out the commonest eomforts now rarely absent from the labor-
er’s cottage. The rate of labor was not high, and most of
the payments were in kind. A laboring man received

* MS. penes auct.
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twelve deniers a day and a woman six: this was at a time
when a: dozen eggs cost eight deniers, a bushel of turnips four
deniers, a fowl from two to six sols, a calf five livres, a sheep
twenty-four sols, a fat pig three livres, and an ox, three or
four years old, ten livres. TFhe setier or twelve bushels of
wheat sold for twenty sols, the same quantity of rye for ten,
of barley for cight, and of oats for five. These are but uncer-
tain data on which to caleulate the purchasing power of a
man’s wages, for at that time prices varied econsiderably more
in different localities and from year to year than they do now.*
Black unleavened bread—the “damper ” of the gold diggings
—formed the principal article of food among the poorer peo-
ple, and was made of rye, barley, or buckwheat.t DMaize
appears to have been used more for cattle than for men.
About thirteen years before the time of which we are treat-
ing, the poor of La Mans supported themselves during a famine
upon aeorn bread. The usual meat was pork or bacon—a
diet which is supposed to have contributed to the virulence
of the leprosy in earlier days, and hence a languayeur had
been appointed, whose sole business it was to examine the pigs’
tongues for leprosy spots. The odious gabelle made salt so
dear that the farmer had often to sell one-half of a pig to
procure the means of pickling the other half.

The people of the sixteenth century were gross and unelean

* From a list of delicacies supplied in December, 1578, to the wife of
Charles de Vienne, Governor of Burgundy, when in childbed, we learn
that a Mayence ham cost 50 sols, Italian sausages 15 sols a lb., olives 12
sols, an ounce of musk 18 crowns of the sun, fine white sugar 23 sols a lb.,
inferior sort 22 sols, dried currants 12 sols, and preserved pears 3 sols. At
Mende, in 1568, a quintal of hay at 20 sols, and of straw at 8 sols, were
reckoned very dear; the horse-soldier’s pay being arranged on the supposi-
tion that he counld get those quantities of hay and straw for 8 and 4 sols, and
a seticr of oats for 25.° (L’Abbé Bosse: Le Gevaudan pendant la derniére
Guerre civile. Mende, 1864.) At Toulouse a soldier’s food cost 4 sols
a day, probably equivalent to rather more than 20 sols or a franc now.
About this time the salary of a president in the Toulouse Parliament was
" 100 sols a day, and of his huissier or beadle 30 sols.

+ ¢« 8Sans ce grain (le sarrasin) qui nous est venu depuis 60 ans, les pau-
vres gens anraient beancoup 4 souftvir.”  Contes d'Eutrapel.



MASSACRE OF ST. BARTHOLOMEW. 119

eaters, delighting in viands we should now relegate to the
tables of the Esquimaux. Thus they would eat dog-fish, por-
poise,* and whale, as well as herons, cormorants, bitterns,
cranes, and storks. Champier saw on the table of Franeis I.
“a pudding made of the blgod, fat, and entrails of the sea-
calf.” Frogst fricassced, snails boiled, and tortoises stewed
in their shells were among the “ dainty dishes ” of this period.
To wash such coarse viands down the people drank so
much beer that the tax on it produced two-thirds more than
the tax upon wine. The beer was sweet, for hops (if intro-
duced) were scarce; and it was “ doetored” by the addition
of aromaties, spice, butter, honey, apples, bread-erumbs, ete.
A taste for unsophisticated liquors is onc of the vesults of
advancing civilization. '

These were the times of sumptuary laws and other reg-
ulations to preserve the distinetion of ranks, and fill the treas-
ury at the expense of human vanity. Custom, quite as
much as law, regulated the costumes of the different classes,
from the silks and the scarlet robes of the nobles to the blue
serge of the laborer. But on féte and gala days, which
were more numerous than now, the variety of costumes was
strikingly picturesque, especially where the inhabitants of
different provineces met together. The tendency of modern
civilization to bring every thing to one monotonous uniformity
has robbed us of this variety. It still lingers here and there
in France, where the women with honest pride cling to the
costume peculiar to their calling, while the men have become
lost in the common herd.] No bourgeois could build what
sort of house he pleased; nor, when built, was he free to
decorate it as he liked. Eyen the number of steps up to the

* ¢ Celui-la méme que nous avons en délices &s jours maigres.” Bélon :
Observations, cte.. 1563,

+ Champier wonders how people conld eat such an insect.

1 Withont going to the Pyrenees,. or even to Burgundy, the English trav-
cler may still see relies of the old time in the high eap of the Normande bonne

and in the dress of the fishing-classes in the Pas de Calais,*where the
girl who ventures to wear a bonnet is looked upon as lost.
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door was regulated by law. The house might be painted
with certain colors, but gilding was strictly prohibited.*
In 1867 there is searcely a mechanic so poor that his wife
cannot boast of a silk gown, but, three hundred years ago, no
woman, below the rank of duchess, except “ dames et demoi-
selles de maison ” living 4 la campagne et hors des villes,”
could wear any silk exeept as trimming, and then only under
certain restrietions, so that the “fashion” should not cost
more than sixty sols for each dress.t Nay, worse than that,
a fine of two hundred livres parisis awaited any woman who
should venture to wear a vertugale or hooped petticoat more
than an ell and a half round—a restrietion which a modern
house-maid would think very tyrannical. Although silk was
not so searce as these regulations would seem to imply, cer-
tain manufactures of it were so rare that historians record
that Henry IL wore silk stockings at his coronation. Thirty
years later such an artiele of dress was still regarded as an
extravagant and wicked luxury.} The Ordonnance of Orleans
(1560) forbade the use of perfumery among certain classes,
who scem to have had no other resource but to shut up a
particular kind of apple in their wardrobes in order to im-
pregnate their dresses with its odor. Sumptuary laws regu-
lated the meals. DBy the ediet of January, 1563, Charles IX.
forbade more than three courses, no course to consist of more
than six dishes, each containing one kind of viand. The
entertainer who infringed this impracticable law was fined
200 livres for the first offense,and 400 for the second; the

* The Ordonnance of Orleans (1560) forbids the ‘“manans et habitans
de nos villages toutes sortes de dorures sur plomb, fer, ou bois.”
+ St. Allais: Ancienne France, i. 538, gives extracts from the edicts of
1561,
g Qui vit jamais porter bas des chausses de soye
De 8 ou 10 eseus, au lien d’avoir du pain
Pour les papvres . . . .
<+ . . On eust veu femme
Porter dessus son ventre un miroir en I'église.
Artus Desiré: Le Désordre de France. Paris, 1577.
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guests who did not turn informers against their hosts were
fined forty livres; while the unfortunate eook, who merely
obeyed his master’s orders, was fined ten livres and imprison-
ed for a fortnight with only bread and water for his fare.
For a sccond offense the penalty was doubled; and if he
transgressed a third time, he was scourged and banished from
the town. Experience has shown legislators the impossibility
of restraining luxury by sumptuary laws; yet the states-
men of the fifteenth century may be excused for attempting
thus clumsily to check the extravagant fashions of the day.
. Brantome deseribes, with all the minuteness of a modern
reporter at a city dinner, the particulars of a banquet given
by the Vidame of Chartres. The ceiling of the dining-hall,
which was painted to represent the sky, suddenly opened,
and clouds laden with dishes descended upon the tables.
The same contrivance was used to remove the dishes.
During the dessert an artificial storm poured down for half
an hour a rain of perfumed water and a hail of sugar-plums.

One great social change took place about this period. “The
women,” writes I’ITopital to De Thou, “are now seen boldly
sitting down at table with the men.” Before that time, it
was the custom for the husband only to sit with his guests,
while the mistress of the house attended to the manner in
which the table was served.. Christopher de Thou, father of
the "historian, was the first person, not of royal or noble
blood, who rode in a carriage in Paris. Until then there were
only two in use at the eourt—the queen’s and that belonging
to Diana, natural daughter of Henry II.  Carriages were rare-
ly employed for traveling purposes: the roads were, for the
most part, too bad for vehieles mueh less rude than the coun-
try wains that bore the produce of the farm to market. Those:
who could not afford the pomp of litters rode on horseback:
the ladies sometimes on a pillion behind a servant,* but fre-
quently astride, like the men. Catherine dé Medieis intro-

* De Thou deseribes his mother ““in equo post tergum sessoris domestici
tapeti et stapede insidens.”
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duced the side-saddle. In 1571 a royal permission was grant-
ed for “ coches 3 lamode ’Italie” to go from Paris to Orleans
—a privilege soon extended to other cities of France ¢ pour le
soulagement de personnes.”* In 1562 forty-six post-horses
were registered in Paris, the hire seems to have been twenty
sols each a day.

The dispatches of Iilligrew, embassador to the eourt of
France about this time, present a striking picture of the mis-
ery and ignorance of the lower classes. On the 15th Novem-
ber, 1559, he writes: “It is very secretly reported that the
French king is become a leper, and for fear of his coming to
Chatelherault the people have (it is said) removed their chil-
dren; and of late there be certain of them wanting about
Tours, which can not be heard of, and there is commandment
given that there shall not be any pursuit made for the same.”
A horrible light is thrown on these last words by a letter of
the 28th January, 1560: “The 20th of this present month
there was a man exceuted here at Blois, who lately, with a
companion, traveled abroad ir the country to seek fair chil-
dren, to use their blood for curing of a discase which, they
said, the king had: alleging that they had a command so to
do. The one of them used to go before to make search for
them, and the other came after to ask if such a man had been
there for such a purpose : whercupon the people made lamen-
tation for their children.” It was of course only an impudent
means of extorting money.

The population of Fr