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PREFACE

Tee Protestant Reformation of the sixteenth century was
the wonder of the world. Its rapid growth, notwithstanding
the efforts of the Papacy to uproot it, served to convince
its disciples that there was a power behind it which was
not of this world. Popes cursed it, and Kings drew the
sword against its followers; but all in vain. Countless
multitudes of martyrs were sent to the stake, yet still Protes-
tantism would not die. It grew more powerful every year.
With earthquake force it shook the Vatican, and threatened
ere long to sweep the Papacy from oft the face of the
earth. It seemed at one time, as though nothing could
resist its progress. It will soon be four hundred years since
Martin Luther raised the standard of revolt against Papal
tyranny, but Protestantism is not dead yet; on the contrary
it 1s a great and living power in the world, able to hold
its own against every machination of Rome. Yet it must
be admitted that in the latter half of the sixteenth century
the Protestant Reformation received a severe check through
the exertions of the Society of Jesus.

The operations of this Order in Great Britain during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries are referred to by most
of our historians, but at quite an inadequate length, and
without utilising in any way the wealth of material which
has seen the light for the first time during the past half
century. And even those Protestant authors who have
written specially on the Jesuit Order seem to have been
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quite unaware of its existence. I have made extensive use
of this new material in the following pages, in which will
be found a considerable amount of historical information
not generally known to the public. In one respect this
book will certainly differ from every other book on the
Jesuits written by a Protestant, inasmuch as the great
majority of my authorities are either Jesuits or ordinary
Roman Catholics. The Protestant indictment against the
Order is all the stronger when built upon such authorities.

I have confined myself to an examination of the political
influence of the Jesuits in Great Britain, excepting in the last
two chapters, in which the Constitutions and the general
work of the Society aud of its agents and instruments are con-
sidered. I venture to suggest that in these last chapters will
be found some important information which throws light on its
present operations. The work carried on by the Jesuits through
its Sodalities has never, so far as I am aware, been adequately
described by any Protestant writer. There are Jesuit Sodali-
ties for both sexes, and for every class of society. At the
chief Jesuit Church in London (at Farm Street, W.) the lowest
rank of Society admitted to its * Sodality of the Immaculate
Conception ™ is that of gentleman. KEach member is admitted
by authority of the General of the Jesuits, and is under the
guidance of a Jesuit Director. There are Sodalities also for
ladies. In the section devoted to these Sodalities I quote
from their privately printed books.

The evidence produced in the following pages can leave 1o
doubt in a caudid reader’s mind that during the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries the Jesuits were a thoroughly disloyal body
of men, and the ringleaders in sedition and rebellion. They
wanted to restore Roman Catholicism in the United Kingdom,
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and for this purpose their chief reliance was on the sword.
If they could have had their way Protestantism would have
been exterminated, in the time of Queen Elizabeth, not by
fair controversial methods, but by crooked dealing, and,
above all, by foreign soldiers. The chief disturbers of the
State in Elizabeth’s reign, and in the early years of James L,
and the instigators of the abominable Gunpowder Plot, were
the spiritual children of the Jesuits. From the ranks of
one of their Sodalities, as Mr. Simpson, the Roman Catholic
biographer of Father Campian, assures us, came most of
the men implicated in the plots to assassinate Elizabeth.
No class of men were more alive to the dangerous and dis-
loyal character of the Society of Jesus than the secular
Roman Catholic priests. Roman Catholics, in almost every
country, have said stronger things against the Society than
anything which Protestants have uttered.

There are many sensational events recorded in these pages,
but I trust that nothing will be discovered in the way of
intemperate comment. The facts against the Jesuits are so
strong that they do not need the aid of abuse.

The work of the Jesuits in Great Britain during the
Commonwealth period, and subsequently to the accession of
James II. is not recorded in this volume. Happily the
omission may be largely filled in by a perusal of Father
Taunton’s recent History of the Jesuils in England. This
gentleman, though a Roman Catholic priest, exposes the
history of the Order with an unsparing hand. It 1s all the
more valuable as eoming from such a source. I have used
his book but sparingly, and with due acknowledgment in
each case. Had it appeared at an earlier date it would
have saved me much original research; but nearly all my
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facts had been collected several years before its publication.
Mr. Taunton deserves our warmest thanks for the courage
he has displayed in telling the truth about an Order which
has ever been the fruitful parent of civil and political
discords.

Want of space has also prevented me dealing with the
history of Jesuit operations in Ireland, where their services
on the side of disloyalty and rebellion have been conspicuous.

The British Empire, at home and in its Colonies and
Dependencies, is the chief centre of Jesuit operations at the
present moment. Its leaders know very well that to destroy
the power of Protestantism in the dominions of King
Edward VIL would be the greatest service they could render
to the Church of Rome. The work of the French Jesuits
in comnection with the Dreyfus Case, and the abuse of
England by Jesuit papers and magazines on the Continent,
in connection with the recent South African War, have given
the Order a bad name once more amongst British Protes-
tants. Expelled from France they are flocking to England,
but not for England's good. Every lover of Protestantism
should realise more clearly than ever that the Jesuit Order
is the great foe of our civil and religious liberty.

I camnot conclude this preface without acknowledging the
kind encouragement and assistance rendered to me by Lieut.-
Colonel T. Myles Sandys, M.P., without which I should
probably have never undertaken the task of writing this book.

, W. W,

London, April 1903.
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THE JESUITS IN GREAT BRITAIN

CHAPTER I
THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE JESUIT MISSION

Ienativs Lovora, the Founder of the Society of Jesus, from
an early period in his career, down to the time of his death,
took a special interest in English affairs. About ten years
before his Order received the Pontifical blessing, in 1530,
Loyola paid a wvisit to London, for the purpose of collecting
alms from the numerous Spaniards who at that time resided
in the English metropolis. His visit appears to have been
a brief one, and very little is known about it. Bishop
Burnet states that the Jesuits requested Cardinal Pole, in
the reign of Mary, to invite them to England, on the ground
that the old monastic orders were of no use, especially the
Benedictines. They had the audacity to suggest to the
Cardinal that the Homes of the English Benedictines should
be handed over to the newly founded Society of Jesus. But
Cardinal Pole seems to have had no love for the Jesuits,
whose request he refused. ‘The Jesuits,” says Bishop
Burnet, ‘“were out of measure offended with him for not
entertaining their proposition; which 1 gather from an Italian
manuscript, which my most worthy friend Mr. Crawford
found in Venice, when he was Chaplain there to Sir Thomas
Higgins, His Majesty's envoy to that Republic; but how it
came that this motion was laid aside, I am not able to
judge.”' The first Jesuit sent on a temporary mission to
England was the well-known Father Ribadeneira, who
arrived a few days before the death of Queen Mary, which

! Burnet's Hisiory of the Reformation, vol. ii., pp. 525, 526. Oxford, 1865.
1
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occurred on the 17th of November, 1558. He remained in
England for a few months only, during which he appears
to have been deeply pained by the changes in religion
already inaugurated by Queen Elizabeth. He poured forth
his grief into the ear of the Father General of the Jesuits,
in a letter dated January 20, 1559. *The heretics,” he
wrote, ‘“are very elated, and the Catholics are very dis-
consolate.””' Ribadeneira little thought what an important
part his Order would take in combating the “heretics,”
whose rejoicing he witnessed. It was not, however, until
about the year 1564 that the first Jesuit was formally sent
to England as a Mission priest. His name was Roger Bolbet.
At about the same time a second priest, Father Thomas
King, arrived as a Missioner. It is recorded of the latter,
by a recent Jesuit writer, that while moving about the
country carrying on his allotted work, *his disguise, for he
was well dressed, rather shocked his converts at first.”*
The Jesuits residing in England during FElizabeth's reign
may be said to have travelled about in perpetual disguise.
One cannot be surprised at this, though there can be no
doubt that at times they went too far. It was the only
way in which they could escape arrest. The disguise of the
famous Jesuit Robert Parsons, when he arrived at Dover,
June 12th, 1580, was such as to both amuse and astonish
his companion, Edmund Campian, who thus describes his attire
in a letter to the General of the Jesuits, dated June 20th,
1580:—‘He (Parsons) was dressed up like a soldier,—such
a peacock, such a swaggerer, that a man must have a very
sharp eye to catch a glimpse of any holiness and modesty
shrouded beneath such a garb, such a look, such a strut!"?
In the 17th century the Jesuits were exceedingly clever in
inventing effectual disguises. The late Rev. Dr. Oliver, who,
though not nominally a Jesuit, was really in the service of the

1 The Monzk, September 1891, p. 44.
2 Ibid., p. 46.
3 Simpson, Edmund Campian, p. 124,
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Order,' informs us that Father Stephen Gelosse, an Irish
Jesuit who flourished during the Commonwealth, *adopted
every kind of disguise ; he assumed every shape and character;
he personated a dealer of fagots, a servant, a thatcher, a
porter, a beggar, a gardener, a miller, a carpenter, a tailor
with his sleeve stuek with needles, a milkman, a pedlar, a
seller of rabbit-skins ete.”?

There is no evidence to prove that either Bolbet or King
interfered with political questions during their short mission
in England, which seems to have lasted only a few months.
Sixteen years more had to pass by before the Jesuits set
seriously to work to overturn the Protestant Reformation
in England. But, meanwhile, their Order had the privilege
of boasting that one of its members was the first priest who
was executed in England during Elizabeth’s reign. Father
Thomas Woodhouse, the priest referred to, was on May 14,
1561, committed to the Fleet Prison, London, and remained
in custody until his execution on June 19, 1573. His
imprisonment was not altogether of a severe character. He
was allowed many privileges which prisoners in the twentieth
century never possess. A sympathiser, writing the year
after his death, informs us that ‘“his keeper allowed him to
make seeret excursions to his friends by day, and gave him
the freedom of the prison.”*® He was allowed to say Mass
daily in his ecell, and for a long time no hindrance was
placed in the way of his efforts to proselytise his fellow-
prisoners of the Protestant faith. There can be no doubt
that Father Woodhouse was a man who possessed the
courage of his opinions and was never afraid to avow his
convictions. But the Bull of Pope Pius V. of February 25,
1570, deposing Elizabeth from her throne, and forbidding

! Yoley, Records of Enylish Province, S.J., vol. vii.,, p. 539.

* Oliver, Collections towards the Biography of the Scolch, English, and Irish
Members S.J., Ed. 1833, p. 230.

3 Koley, Records, S.J., vol. vii., p. 1257.
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her subjects to obey her, turned him into a traitor. On
November 19, 1572, he addressed a letter to Lord Burghley,
urging him to acknowledge his * great iniquity and offence
against Almighty God, especially in disobeying that supreme
authority and power of the See Apostolic;” and exhorting
him to *earnestly persuade the Lady Elizabeth (who for her
own great disobedience is most justly deposed) to submit
herself unto her spiritual Prince and Father, the Pope’s
Holiness, and with all humility, to reconcile herself unto
him, that she may be the child of salvation.”'

It was not likely that Lord Burghley would leave an
impudent and disloyal letter lik® this unnoticed. It will be
observed that Woodhouse refers to the Queen, not by her
proper title, but by that of “the Lady Elizabeth,” by which
she was known before her accession to the throne; and
that he had the audacity to declare that she was *“most
justly deposed.” Three or four days after receiving this letter
Lord Burghley had an interview with the priest. What
took place at the interview cannot be better described than
in the “Relation” written by Father Garnet, whose name
was subsequently to startle the civilised world in connec-
tion with the Gunpowder Plot.

“The Treasurer,” writes Father Garnet, “ called him unto audience,
where he sat in a chamber alone, and seeing him, such a silly
little body as he was, seemed to despise him, saying:

“¢Sirra, was it you that wrote me a letter the other day?’

“‘Yes, gir,’ saith Mr. Woodhouse, approaching as near his nose
as he could, and casting up his head to look him in the face, ‘that
it was even I, if your name be Mr. Cecil’

“Whereat the Treasurer staying awhile, said more coldly than

before:

“¢Why, Sir, will you acknowledge me none other name nor title
than Mr. Cecil?’

“¢Because,’” saith Mr. Woodhouse, ‘she that gave you those names
and titles had no authority so to do.’

“¢And why 80?’ saith the Treasurer.

“¢Because,’” saith Woodhouse, ‘our Holy Father the Pope hath
deposed her.’

““Thou art a traitor, saith the Treasurer.”?

! This letter is printed in Ioley’s Records, S.J., vol. vii., p. 1266.
® Idid., p. 1263.
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And there can be no doubt that Lord Burghley was right.
Woodhouse was a traitor beyond possibility of dispute, and
there can be no question that he was just the kind of man
to carry his theory into practice, so far as eircumstances
would permit. Those were times when it was not safe for
the State to tolerate treason. Only a few months before,
by the execution of the Duke of Norfolk, the country had
emerged safely from a dangerous conspiracy to murder
Queen Elizabeth and to place Mary Queen of Scots on
the throne by an armed rebellion, if the murder plot had
failed. The proposed assassination had been organised by
Ridolfi, the emissary of Mary Queen of Scots and the Duke
of Norfolk to the Pope and the King of Spain. Mignet,
gives us, in his life of that Queen, the minutes of a secret
Council of State held at the Xscurial on July 7th, 1571,
at which Philip II. of Spain presided, when Ridolfi's scheme
of assassination was solemnly discussed in the presence of
the Inquisitor General, the Cardinal Archbishop of Seville,
and other high officers in Church and State.' By the good
providence of God the plots for murder and rebellion were
discovered in time, though many of the particulars were
then unknown to English statesmen which have been brought
to light in reeent years, and the Duke paid the penalty
for his crime. How could Burghley forget the lessons he
had so recently learnt? When Woodhouse returned to his
prison after his interview with the Treasurer, he was placed
in a chamber by himself. Soon the news of his traitorous
speeches spread all over England, and the Council felt them-
selves compelled to take action. At first they hoped that
proof would be forthcoming that the priest was mad, but
when it was clear to them that he was unmistakably a
man with a sound mind, they ordered that he should be
called before the Recorder of London. When there, so
Father Garnet reports, Woodhouse *denied the Queen to

! Miguet's History of Mary Queen of Scots, Tth Koglish Ed., pp. 309—311.



6 THE JESUITS IN GREAT BRITAIN

be Queen. ‘Oh!’ said one, ‘if you saw her Majesty, you
would not say so, for her Majesty is great.’ ‘But the
majesty of God,” said Woodhouse, ‘is much greater.’”' It
is evident that in this instance the priest considered the
majesty of the Pope and that of God as the same thing,
the former by his deposing Bull being the mouthpiece of
the Almighty. Woodhouse was at length put on his trial
at the Guildhall, London. He was not charged with any
offence against the religion of the Established Church of
England, or with teaching Roman Catholic doctrines. The
evidence of Father Garnet is clear on this point. He says
that at the trial Woodhouse was asked—

“What he could say for himself in answer to the indictment,
which was of High Treason, for denying her Majesty to be Queen of
FEngland; to which he said, they were not his judges, nor for his
judges would he ever take them, being heretics, and pretending
authority from her that could not give it to them.”?

The Jury could, of course, only find him guilty of High
Treason, after such a speech, and he was accordingly
condemned to death, and executed at Tyburn on the date
given above. Father Rishton who at the close of Elizabeth’s
reign wrote the continuation to Sanders’ Rise and Growth
of the Anglican Schism, states that Woodhouse, with Dr.
Storey and Felton, *openly refused to obey the Queen,”*®
No one can truthfully say that he died for his religion, but
for maintaining the deposing power of the Pope, and his
claim to interfere with the temporal government of the
kingdoms of the world. It is therefore a most significant
fact that the present Pope, Leo XIII., in 1886, raised Thomas
Woodhouse to the rank of the *Blessed.” In a Menology,
published in London in 1887, “ by order” of the late Cardinal
Manning, and “the Bishops of the Province of Westminster,”

! Foley, Records, S.J., vol. vii., p. 1264,
2 Lbid., p. 1265.
3 Sanders’ Rise and Growth of the Anglican Schism, ¥d. Tondon, 1877, p. 817.
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it is declared that Woodhouse ‘‘suffered for the Faith.”®
What “Faith”? It must have been faith in the deposing
power. While in prison Woodhouse was received into the
Society of Jesus, and Brother Foley, S.J., has inserted his
name in a list, published in 1882, of ‘“Martyrs of the
English Province, S.J. (First Class).” * 1 venture to assert
that loyal Englishmen will not think modern Jesuits justified
in thus holding up to the admiration of Englishmen one who,
Jesuits themselves being the witnesses, was nothing less than
a convicted traitor though now termed a * Blessed " martyr. 1
have nothing to say in behalf of the cruel way in which Wood-
house was put to death. It was a punishment ordered to
be inflicted on all traitors, and in accordance with laws
passed by the country when it was Roman Catholic. Wood-
house deserved to die. ‘‘Treason,” as Mr. Froude wisely
remarks, ‘“is a crime for which personal virtue is neither
protection nor excuse. To plead in condemnation of severity,
cither the general innocence or the saintly intentions of
the sufferers, is beside the issue.”*

This record of the first execution of a Jesuit priest in
England may be a suitable point at which to raise the general
question—did the Jesuits and the Secular Priests who were
put to death in England during Elizabeth's reign, suffer for
their religion, or for treason such as would be acknowledged
as treason by politicians of the twentieth century? It would
be easy to cite Protestant authors who have maintained that
they died only for their treasonable conduct. It is well
known that Queen Elizabeth frequently boasted that no
priest was executed for his religion under her rule; and
Lord Burghley, in 1583, wrote his Execution of Justice
to prove the same thing. No Protestant writer of the period
can be produced who did not believe every executed Jesuit
to have been disloyal, apart from religion. But what is of

1 Stanton, Menology of England and Wales, p. 275.
2 Foley, Records, S.J., vol. vii., p. lsiv.
3 Froude, History of fnmgland, vol. xi., p. 108.
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far greater weight in forming a just opinion on this question,
Roman Catholic authors may be quoted who agree with
Queen Elizabeth, Lord Burghley, and Protestant writers.
The late Mr. Charles Butler, the principal lay leader of the
English Roman Catholics, at the beginning of the nineteenth
century, in agitating for the political emancipation of his
co-religionists, in his Historical Memoirs of the English
Catholics, publishes the questions put to all the priests im-
prisoned in the time of Elizabeth, beginning with the Jesuit
Campian and his companions in 1581. These questions
were as follows:—

“1. Whether the Bull of Pius V. against the Queen’s Majesty,
be a lawful sentence, and ought to be obeyed by the subjects of
England?

“«2, Whether the Queen’s Majesty be a lawful Queen, and ought
to be obeyed by the subjects of England, notwithstanding the Bull
of Pius V., or any Bull or sentence that the Pope hath pronounced,
or may pronounce against Her Majesty?

“8. Whether the Pope have, or had the power to authorise the
Earls of Northumberland and Westmoreland, and other Her
Majesty’s subjects, to rebel, or take arms against Her Majesty, or
to authorise Doctor Sanders, or others, to invade Ireland, or any
other her dominions, and to bear arms against her; and whether
they did therein lawfully, or not?

“4. Whether the Pope have power to discharge any of Her
Highness’s subjects, or the subjects of any Christian Prince,
from their allegiance, or oath of obedience, to Her Majesty, or to
their Prince for any cause?

“5. Whether the said Doctor Sanders, in his book Of the Visibie
Monarchy of the Church, and Dr. Bristow in his Book of Motives
(writing in allowance, commendation, and confirmation of the said
Bull of Pins V.), have therein taught, testified, or maintained a
truth or falsehood?

“6. If the Pope by his Bull, or sentence, pronounce her Majesty
to be deprived, and no lawful Queen, and her subjects to be dis-
charged of their allegiance, and obedience, unto her; and after
the Pope, or any other by his appointment and authority, do invade
this realm, which part would youn take? or which part ought a
good subject of England to take?”!

Cardinal Allen, writing in 1582 to Agazarius, a Jesuit at
Rome, declared of the first eight priests to whom these
questions were put, that “If they had answered, so as to
give satisfaction to the same Queen [Elizabeth], she would

Y Butler, Historical Memoirs of Inglish Calkolics, 3td. ed., vol. i., pp. 425, 420,
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have remitted their sentence of death, although in everything
else they should profess the Catholic faith.”' Mr. Charles
Butler tells us that three of these eight priests answered
satisfactorily, and their death-penalty was therefore remitted.
He adds:—

“The pardon of the three priests who answered the six questions
satisfactorily, seems to show that a general and explieit diselaimer,
by the English Catholics, in the reign of Queen Klizabeth, of the
Pope’s deposing power, would have both lessened and abridged
the term of their sufferings.... We may add, that among the six
questions, there is not one whieh the Catholics of the present
times have not fully and satisfactorily answered, in the oaths
which they have taken, in compliance with thie Acts of the 18th,
31st, and 33rd years of the reign of his late Majesty.”*

Sir John Throckmorton, an English Roman Catholic
Baronet, goes even further than Mr. Butler. Commenting
on these same questions put to the Jesuits and other impris-
oned priests, he writes:

“These questions continued to be put to the missionary
priests throughout the whole of this reign, and of the one.
hundred and twenty-four priests who suffered death, I believe
few, if any, will be found who answered them in such a
manner as to clear their allegiance from merited suspicion.
They were martyrs to the Deposing power, not to their religion. *

The fact is that, considering the times and the circum-
stances, the Queen treated her Roman Catholic subjects with
extraordinary clemency. Modern ideas of religious liberty
were almost unknown, but the conduct of Elizabeth towards
her subjects, who acknowledged the spiritual jurisdiction of
the Pope, will contrast most favourably with that accorded
to Protestants in Roman Catholic countries at that time.
The contrast is as great as that between white and black.
Father Rishton makes a very remarkable acknowledgment,

! Quoted in Sir John Throckmorton’s Letler to the Calholic Clergy. london,
1792, p. 106.

3 Butler, Hislorical Memoirs of English Catholics, vol. i., p. 429.
3 Throckmorton, Leifer to the Catholic Cleryy, p. 103.
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which needs to be considered by all who desire to know
the facts of the case. Referring to the sufferings of his
brethren in 1587, he remarks:—‘It is said that this cruelty
is inflicted on all ranks of men for the safety of the Queen
and the Siate, more and more endangered—so they say—
by the Catholics every day becoming more and more
numerous and attached to the Queen of Scotland [Mary,
Queen of Scots], and not at all on account of their religion.
Certainly we all think so, and all sensible men think so too."'
Similar was the testimony of those secular priests who were
responsible for the publication, in 1601, of the Important
Considerations, sometimes attributed to the pen of Father
Watson. These were men who knew what they were writing
about, and they were men, too, who never wavered in their
spiritual allegiance to the Pope, though—unlike the Jesuits
—they rejected his claim to depose Kings from their
thrones.

“If,” they wrote, “the Jesuits had never come into England:
If Parsons and the rest of the Jesuits, with other of our countrymen

beyond the Seas, had never been agents in those traitorous and
bloody designments of Throckmorton, Parry, Williams, Squire,

and such like.... If they had not sought by false persuasions and
ungodly arguments to have allured the hearts of all Catholics from
their allegiance.... most assuredly the State would have loved us,

or at least borne with us: where there is one Catholic, there wonld
have been ten: there had been no speeches among us of racks
and tortures, nor any cause to have used them; for none were
ever vexed that way simply for that he was either a Priest or a
Catholie, but because they were suspected to have had their hands
in some of the same most traitorous designments.” *

It is certain that the Jesuits throughout Elizabeth’s reign
relied on physical force, rather than on their proselytising
work, for re-establishing the Pope’s authority. Their dis-
loyalty was of the most unmistakable character. In the
year 1596 Pope Clement VIII. desired Monsignor Malvasia,
his Agent at Brussels, to draw up and send to him a report

! Sanders’ Rise and Growth of the Anglican Schism, p. 320. Ed. London, 1877.

* Important (onsiderations, pp. 55, 56. Quoted in Berington’s Memoirs of
Panzani, p. 36, note.
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on the state of the Church of Rome in Scotland. This was
done i a document of considerable length, in which the
political action of the Jesuits in England was also referred to.
“The Jesuits,” wrote the Papal agent, “hold it as an axiom
establishedamong them, and confirmed by the authority of Father
Parsons, that only by force of arms can the Catholic religion
be restored to its former state, inasmuch as the property
and revenues of the Church, divided as they are among
heretics, and having already passed many hands, can be
recovered by no other means. And, to bring about this
result, they believe that the only arms available are those
of Spain; and whether coming from Rome or elsewhere,
they enter those countries with this idea firmly impressed
upon them by their Superiors.”'

This is a very important statement, the accuracy of which
cannot be denied. The Jesuits went even further than this
m disloyalty. T'wo years later Father Heury Tichborne, a
Jesuit, writing from Rome to a brother Jesuit, Father
Thomas Darbyshire, remarked:—* And here, by the way, I
must advise you that Sir T. Tresham,® as a friend of the
State, is liolden among us for an atheist, and all others of
his humour either so or worse.”® We may well ask, even
in this enlightened twentieth century, how could Queen
Elizabeth, with safety, tolerate in England an Order whose
chief idea of religious duty was that of fomenting rebellion
in her dominions? That she was acquainted with what
was going on in the Jesuit camp is evident to all who read
the Calendurs of State Papers, published in recent years by
the Government. A modern Roman Catholic biographer of
Father Edmund Campian, one of the Jesuit priests put to
death in Elizabeth’s time, frankly admits that the conduct

! Bellesheim, History of the Cathohic Church in Scotland, vol. iii., p. 470.
Foglish edition.

3 He was a Roman Catholic.

3 Father Tichborne’s letter is printed in full in Law's Jesuits and Seculars,
pp. 141—143.
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of Ballard and Catesby, and other Roman Catholic conspirators,
was such that their Protestant adversaries were ‘‘on political
grounds justified” in their * determination to persecute even
to extermination” such a set of Papal rebels as existed in
those days.! The same writer says that *The aim of the
Pope, the Jesuits and the Spaniards, was not to have them
[English Roman Catholics] believe a salutary doctrine, and
to make them partakers of life-giving Sacraments, but to
make them traitors to their Queen and country, and to
induce them to take up arms in favour of a foreign
pretender. . .. But when both sides, both Philip and Cecil,
were equally convinced that every fresh convert [to Roman-
ism], however peaceful now, was a future soldier of the
King of Spain against Elizabeth, toleration was scarcely
posstble.””

“ As affairs were managed,” he declares in another por-
tion of his biography, ‘‘they rendered simply impossible the
co-existence of the government of Henry VIII. and Elizabeth
with the obedience of their subjects to the supreme authority
of the Pope; and those princes had no choice but either to
abdicate, with the hope of receiving back their crowns, like
King John, from the Papal Legate, or to hold their own
in spite of the Popes, and in direct and avowed hostility to
them.”* The anonymous Roman Catholic priest who, in
1603, wrote A Replie Unto a Certaine Libell, Latelie Set
Foorth By Fa : Parsons, well and forcibly asked that ring-
leader of Jesuit traitors, the following questions.*

“And 1 would,” he writes, “but ask Father Parsouns (because I
know him to be a great Statist) this one question. Whether in
his conscience he do think there be any Prince in the world, be
he never so Catholic, that should have within his dominions a
kind of people, amongst whom divers times he should discover
matters of treason, and practices against his person, and State,
whether he would permit those kind of people to live within his
dominions, if he could be otherwise rid of them? And, whether

! Simpson, Life of Edmund Camysan, p. 336.
3 Ibd., p. 199. 3 1b., p. 65,
4 1 bave wodernized the spelling in the extract from this book.
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he would not make strait laws, and execute them severely against
such offenders, yea, and all of that company, and quality, rather
than he would remain in any danger of such secret practices, and
plots? I think Father Parsons will not for shame deny this;
especially if he remember the examples of the French Religious
men, for the like practices expelled England generally, in & Catholic
time, and by a Catbolic Prince, and their livings confiscated, and
¢given away to others The like was of the Templars, both in
England and in France. Yea, to come nearer unto him, was not
all their Order expelled France for such matters, and yet the King
and State of France free from imputation of injustice in that action ?
If these things proceeded from Catholic Princes justly against whole
Communities, or Orders of Religion upon just causes, we cannot
much blame our Prince and State, being of a different religion, to
make sharp laws against us, and execute the same, finding no less
occasion thereof in some of our profession, than the foresaid
Princes did in other Religious persons, whom they punished, as
you see.” (fl. 31, 32))

The fact is the Jesuits did not want a general toleration
at this period, lest the price paid for it should be their own
expulsion from England. In a Memorial against the Jesuits
presented to Clement VIII. by Roman Catholics residing in
the Low Countries in 1597, it is stated that:—“It is a
common report in England, that had it not been for the
pride and ambition of the Jesuits, there had, ere this, been
granted some toleration in religion.”"' In 1598 Father Henry
Tichborne, a Jesuit, was greatly alarmed at the rumour that
a toleration might be granted to Roman Catholics by Queen
Elizabeth, and wrote to a brother Jesuit about it :—* This
means was so dangerous that what rigour of laws could
not compass in so many years, this liberty and lenity will
effectuate in twenty days, to wit, the disfurnishing of the
seminaries, the disanimating of men to come and others to
return, the expulsion of the Society [of Jesus]... This dis-
course of liberty is but an invention of busy heads, and
neither for to be allowed, nor accepted if it might be
procured.” * The fact is the Jesuits did everything in their
power to make toleration an impossibility. Father Preston,
known as *“Roger Widdrington,” declared, at the commence-

1 Law’s Jesuits and Seculars, p. 109.
2 Ibid., pp. 141, 142
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ment of the seventeenth century, that *Queen Elizabeth
having discovered that she was minded to shew favour to
as many Roman Catholic priests as should give her assurance
of their loyalty, and to exempt them from suffering the
penalties of her laws; some well-meaning men went to Rome
to carry the good news, as they thought it; but when they
were come thither, they found themselves much mistaken;
instead of thanks, they were reproached by the goverrning
party, and branded with the name of schismatics, spies and
rebels to the See Apostolic; and, moreover, there was one of
that party [Father Fitzherbert, a Jesuit] compiled a treatise
in Italian, to advise his Holiness, that it was not good and
profitable to the Catholic cause that any liberty or toleration
should be granted by the State of England.” ' It is probable
that the incident referred to by Widdrington is that which
18 recorded in the Diary of Father Mush, a secular priest,
who thus describes an interview which he and two of his
brethren had with Pope Clement VIII., on March 8th, 1602 :—

“We had,” writes Mush, “audience before his Holiness
the space of an hour. He answered to all the points of our
speech, said he had heard very many evil things against us,
as that we had set out books containing heresies, that we
came to defend heretics against his authority, in that he
might not depose heretical Princes, etc. That we came sent
by heretics upon their cost, that we were not obedient to the
See Apostolic and the Archpriest constituted by him. For
a toleration or liberty of conscience in England, it would do
harm and make Catholics become heretics; that persecution
was profitable to the Church, and therefore not to be so
much laboured for to be averted or stayed by toleration . ..
[He was] offended that we named her Queen whom the See
Apostolic had deposed and excommunicated.” *?

The Bull of Pius V. deposing Elizabeth from her throne,
and absolving her subjects from their oaths of allegiance,

! Quoted in Gibson’s Preseryative from Popery, vol. xvii., p. 25.
2 The Archpriest Controversy, vol. ii., p- 6.
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having proved a failure, it was at length determined to
attack her in a more systematic and formidable manner.
To use a modern expression, a gigantic *Plan of the Cam-
paign” was at length drawn up by the Papal authorities
at Rome, against which the efforts of Elizabeth and her
Government, it was expected, would prove altogether in
vain. This “Plan of the Campaign’ was embodied in the
articles of a League between Pope Gregory XIII., Philip II.
King of Spain, and the Duke of Tuscany. The consequences
of this League were of so important a character that it
may be well to reprint its articles here in extenso.

“On Thursday the 18th February, in the year 1580, the Ambas-
sadors of the Catholic King and the Grand Duke of Tuscany were
together at the audience (in Rome), when a League against the
Queen of England was concluded between his Holiness and the
sald Grand Duke in manner following:

“1. That his Holiness will furnish 10,000 infantry, 1,000 cavalry,
the Catholic King 15,000 infantry, and 1,500 cavalry, and the Grand
Duke 8,000 infantry, and 100 cavalry; and to these forces are to be
added the Germans who have gone to Spain, and who are to be
paid pro ratd by the above named Princes.

“2. Should it please our Lord God to give good speed and suec-
cess to the expedition, the populations are in the first place, and
above all things, to be admonished, on the part of his Holiness,
to return to their obedience and devotion to the Roman Catholic
Church, in the same manner as their predecessors have done.

“3. That his Holiness, as Sovereign Lord of the Island (of
England), will grant power to the Catholic nobles of the Kingdom
to elect a Catholic Lord of the Island, who, under the authority
of the Apostolic See will be declared King, and who will render
obedience and fealty to the Apostolic See, as the other Catholic
Kings have done before the time of the last Henry.

“4, That Queen Elizabeth be declared an usurper and incapable
to reign, because she was born of an illegitimate marriage, and
because she iz a heretic.

“5. That the property of the Church shall be recovered from
the possession of the present owners, and men of quality and
learned men of the country shall be appointed Bishops and Abbots,
and to similar offices, and they, by the examples of their lives,
and by preaching, shall endeavour to bring back the pcople to
the true religion.

“6. That the King of Spain is not to make any other engage-
ment, except to enter into a League and relationship, if he please,
with the King to be elected, and so, that they united together,
may assist the affairs both of the Island and of Flanders.

“7. That the Queen of Scotland is to be set at liberty, and to
be aided to return to her Kingdom, should she desire to do so.
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«8, That his Holiness will use his best influence with the King
of France, in order that neither his Majesty, nor Monsieur his
brother, shall give assistance either to the Queen, or to the Flemings
against Spain,

“9. That the Bull of excommunication which Pius V. of happy
memory issued against the said Queen be published in the Courts

of all Christian princes. . .
%10. That the English Catholics shall be received in the army,

and granted suitable pay according to their rank.”!

No time was lost in making the terms of this League
known to those Roman Catholics in England and Ireland
who were expected to actively assist it. Camden tells us
that in the same year the Popish faction * published in
print that the Bishop of Rome and the Spaniard had conspired
together to conquer England, and expose it for a spoil and
a prey; and this they did of purpose to give courage to
their own party, and to terrify others from their allegiance
to their Prince and country.”’ Within a few months after
the League was ratified, printed copies of the Articles were
circulated in England and Ireland. In the month of July
one William Jeowe, of Bridgewater, confessed to the Earl of
Ormond and to Nicholas White, Master of the Rolls of
Ireland, that he had given out twenty copies in England,
that ‘the same was commonly abroad in England;’* and
that he had received his copies from ‘Mr, Harry Bowser
[Bourchier], brother to the Earl of Bath.”* In the Calendar
of Carew Manuscripts it is stated that * these Articles were
brought by the Prince of Condy to the Queen’s Majesty
and her Council.”* No wonder therefore that the Queen
was alarmed. Philip II., on whom the success of the
League mainly depended, was the most powerful monarch

! These Articles are printed in the Calendar of Venetian State Papers, vol. vii.,
pp. 650, 651; and in the Calendar of the Carew Manuscripts, 1575—1588,
pp- 288, 289. 1In the latter the date of the League is given as the 23rd February.
The two versions of the Articles vary slightly, but not in any important point.

3 Camden’s Elizabeth, p. 247. Ed. 1688.

3 Calendar of Carew Manuscripds, 1575—1588. p. 280,

4 Ikid., p. 289.
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in the world; and it was therefore absolutely necessary to
take measures for the protection of her throne and the
country. The Pope’s claim to the supreme Government in
temporal matters in England, was one she was determined
never to submit to, and in this resolution she was heartily
supported by the nation.

But it was not enough for the conspirators at Rome to
make known their designs to those whom they could trust.
If the Papal Plan of the Campaign were to suceeed, it
was necessary to commence operations without a moment’s
loss of time. The necessary preparations occupied a good
deal of time, but by the 18th of April, 1580, everything
was ready for the despatch of the Jesuit missionaries
to England, who on that day left Rome for their native
shores. A month later an army of soldiers was sent to
Ireland to raise a rebellion there. In the opinion of
those who sent the Jesuits to England, they were so many
John the Baptists, whose duty it would be to prepare
and make ready the way for the Papal army to follow
them. The leaders of the band were Father Edmund
Campian and Father Robert Parsons; and they were
accompanied by Ralph Emerson, a Jesuit lay brother,
Ralph Sherwin, Luke Kirby, and Edward Rishtou, the three
latter being priests. As far as Rheims they had for
companion Dr. Nicholas Morton, who, in 1569, had been
sent into England by Pope Pius V. to stir up the Earls of
Northumberland and Westmoreland to the rebellion against
Elizabeth which, in that year, they actually raised in the
North of England. The daily conversation of such a man,
who remained with them until the last day of May, or for
nearly six weeks, would certainly not tend to increase any
loyalty to the English throne which Campian and Parsons
may be supposed to have possessed. At length the two
leaders of the party arrived in England, as already related,
and at once commenced their labours. Before leaving Rome
Parsons and Campion had consulted the Pope on the question

a2
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of Pius V.’s Bull excommunicating and deposing Elizabeth,
and received from the Pontiff the following faculties bearing
on this subject, permitting her Roman Catholic subjects to
obey her, until the Bull could be executed, but affirming
that it was still binding on the Queen and her Protestant
subjects :—

“Let it be desired of our most Holy Lord the explication of
the Bull Declaratory made by Pius V. against Elizabeth, and such
a8 do adhere to or obey her; which Bull the Catholics desire to
be understood in this manner:—That the same Bull shall always
oblige her and the heretics, but the Catholics it shall by no means
bind as affairs do now stand, but hereafter, when the public execu-
tion of the said Bull may be had or made.

“The Pope hath granted these foresaid graces to Fathers Robert
Parsons, and Edmund Campian, who are now to go into England ;

the 14th day of April, 1580. Present, the Father Oliverius Manar-
cus, Assistant.”?

Now the very fact that such a document as this was
taken by those Jesuits into England, and shewn by them
to the English Roman Catholics whom they met, was in
itself a most disloyal act. For the document expressly
acknowledges the Bull of Pius V. as still binding on the
Queen *‘and the heretics.” Father Tierney, writing in 1840,
justly remarks:—‘“It is clear that, with this dispensation in
their possession, no protestation, however explicit, either
from Campian, or from his associates, could possibly be
received as an indication of their real opinion, on the sub-
Ject of the deposing power claimed by the Pope.... They
professed their obedience to the Queen, but they also asserted,
either directly or by implication, the power of the Pope to
deprive her: and they plainly intimated that, if the case
should arise, their own exertions would not be wanting to
second the declaration of their superior.”® Every loyal
Englishman must admit the justness of Mr. Froude's opinion
of these faculties:—*The poison of asps,” he writes, “ was

! See The Jesuit's Memorial, p. xxvi., aud Harleian Miscellany, vol. ii.,
p. 130, 4th edition.

2 Tierney’s Dodd’s Church Hislory, vol. iii, p- 13, wote.
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under the lips of the bearers of such a message of treachery.
It could not be commuuicated. as Burghley fairly argued,
without implied treason. No plea of conscience could alter
the nature of things. To tell English subjects that they
might continue loyal till another sovereign who claimed
their allegiance was in a position to protect them, was to
assert the right of that sovereign, as entirely and essentially
as to invite them to take arms at his side.”'

Within a few weeks after their arrival in England, Par-
sons and Campian were present, in the month of July 1580,
at a Synod of Roman Catholic priests held at Southwark,
at which were also present some of the principal lay Roman
Catliolics. At this Synod the two Jesuits, writes Mr. Simp-
son, ‘“made oaths before God, and the priests and laymen
assembled, that their coming [to England] was only apostol-
1cal, to treat matters of religion in truth and simplicity,
and to attend to the gaining of souls, without any pretence
or knowledge of matters of State.”® After taking this
oath, it is said that they exhibited their * Instructions” to
their assembled brethren; but if they did so they must have
kept from their sight the conclusion of the following extract,
given from those * Instructions” by Campian’s biographer :—
“They must not mix themselves up with affairs of State,
nor write to Rome about political matters, nor speak, nor
allow others to speak in their presence against the Queen,
except, perhaps, in the company of those whose fidelity has
been long and steadfast, and even then not without strong
reasons.” ° So that, after all, it was a rule with exceptions.
If the oath these men took is accurately described by Mr.
Simpson—and I see no reason to doubt it—Parsons and
Campian were guilty of perjury. I think it probable that
they acted on the principle subsequently laid down by
Parsons himself, in his Treatise Tending To Mitigation :—

! Froude’s History of England, vol. xi., p. 57.
2 Simpson’s Campiar, p. 130.
3 [bid., p. 100.
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“The substance of School doctrine in this point, and of Canon
Lawyers is, that when a nan is offered injury, or unjustly urged
to utter a secret, that without his hurt or loss, or public dama.ge he
may not do; then is it lawful for him without lying or perjury,
to answer either in word or oath, according to his own intention
and meaning, so it be true, though the bearer be deceived therewith.”’ 1

Even the most ardent admirer of Parsons must admit,
that ke at any rate, did not subsequently act in accordance
with the oath he took at the Synod of Southwark. Father
Knox tells us that on his arrival in England, Parsons “lost
no opportunity of acquainting himself with the political
state and sentiments of the Catholic body, and he enjoyed
quite exceptional means of gaining this information through
the many Catholic gentlemen who spoke to him on the
subject, when treating with him of their consciences.”*
Here we have, probably, the first known instance in England
of a Jesuit using the Confessional for political purposes.
Within three months after the Southwark Synod, viz., in
October 1580, Parsons and Campian, who had been mean-
while separately travelling through the country, met again
at Wilkam Griffith’s house near Uxbridge, and related to
each other the adventures through which they had passed
during those months. Mr. Simpson affirms that if Parsons
had then “been gifted with a prophetic spirit, he might have
told how he had planted at Lapworth Park and other
places round Stratford-on-Avon the seeds of a political
Popery that was destined in some twenty-five years to bring
forth the Gunpowder Plot.” *

In carrying on their missionary and other labours, Par-
sons, Campian, and the Jesuits who assisted them, received
important aid from an Association of Roman Catholic young
noblemen and gentlemen, which had been inaugurated shortly
before the arrival of Parsons in England. The founder of

V Parsons, A4 Treatise Tending To Mitigation, 1607, p. 437.
* Knox’s Records of English (atholics, vol. ii., p. xxxiii,
3 Simpson’s Campian, p. 178,
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this Association was a young gentleman of great wealth, named
George Gilbert. In 1579 he had become a Roman Catholic,
under the influence of Father Parsons, who acted as his god-
father on the occasion of his reception, which took place on the
Continent. He was received into the Jesuit Order shortly
before his death in 1583. This Association which was appar-
ently a sodality affiliated to the Prima Primaria mentioned
below, ' supplied the Jesuits with money, disguises and hiding-
places. The members further assisted them by arranging
interviews with Protestants whom it was probable they would
induce to forsake their religion for Romanism. The Associa-
tion was formally blessed by Pope Gregory XIII, on
April 14, 1580, ° that is within two months after the date
of his League with the King of Spain and the Duke of
Tuscany, against Queen Elizabeth. The names of its prin-
cipal members are well known. Mr. Simpson, after mention-
mg several of them, adds:—*It will be seen by the above
list that the young men not only belonged to the chief
Catholic families of the land, but that the Society also
furnished the principals of many of the real or pretended
plots of the last twenty years of Elizabeth and the first
few years of James I. So difficult must it ever be to keep
a secret organisation long faithful to a purely religious and
ecclesiastical purpose.”* The question here naturally arises,
have the Jesuits of the present day any more or less ‘“secret
organisations” at work in our midst, under their guidance,
and for their own ends? If one Pope (Gregory XIIIL.) could
bless and sanction a secret Society of this character, why
may not a Leo XIIL.? We know, of course, that the Church
of Rome in recent years has bitterly denounced secret soci-
eties. That is her rule; but may there not be exceptions
to it? What was considered morally right for a Gregory
XIII. to do, cannot be morally wrong for a Leo XIII. What

1 See Chapter XI.
2 Yoley's Records of Emjlish Province, S.J., vol. iii., p. 627.
3 Simpson's Campian, p. 158.
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I have written below about the Prima Primaria seems to
supply an answer to this question.' Mr. Froude, referring
to this 16th century Association, remarks: *‘In the list of
its members may be read the names of Charles Arundel,
Francis Throckmorton, Anthony Babington, Chidocke Tich-
bourne, Charles Tilney, Edward Abington, Richard Salisbury,
and William Tresham; men implicated, all of them, after-
wards in plots for the assassination of the Queen. The
subsequent history of all these persons is a sufficient indica-
tion of the effect of Jesuit teaching and of the true objects
of the Jesuit mission.” *

The existence of such a disloyal Jesuit Association was
a standing danger to the State, which the Government could
not safely treat with contempt. Its members were men with
a large number of dependants, who, were a foreign invasion
to take place, would be certain to take the side of their masters
against the Queen. Much of the suffering endured by the
lay Roman Catholics of England may be justly attributed
to the existence of this disloyal and secret organisation.

The missionary career of the Jesuit Campian was destined
to be a very brief one. He was in many respects a different
man from his companion Parsons. The latter was rough
and uncouth in his manners, more pugnacious in every way,
a kind of ecclesiastical Ishmael, whose hand was, all the
days of his life, against almost everybody outside his own
Order, and one whose most bitter foes, in his later years,
were the English secular priests of his own Church. Cam-
pian, on the other hand, was refined in his deportment,
with a pleasing manner, and possessed of great oratorical
power as a preacher. Crowds flocked to hear him, wherever
it was known that he was about to preach. In his famous
challenge he affirmed that he took no part in political
matters. “I never had mind,” he wrote in his challenge,
‘“and am strictly forbidden by our Fathers that sent me, to

1 See infra, p. 320.
2 Froude’s llistory of Enjlard, vol. 3i., p. 63.
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deal in any respects with matters of State or policy of this
realm, and those things which appertain not to my voca-
tion, and from which I do gladly restrain and sequester my
thoughts.” ' This assertion of Campian was untrue, and
therefore serves to lessen our confidence in several of the
statements he subsequently made at his trial. We have
already seen that in the Instructions which he and Par-
sons had reccived from the authorities of the Jesuit Order,
they were distinctly informed that when *strong reasons™
justified such conduct, they might * mix themselves up with
affairs of State, in the company of those whose fidelity has
been long and steadfast.”® A good deal of additional light
1s thrown on Campian’s political views, by an extract from
a letter of his quoted by the learned Bishop Thomas Barlow
(Bishop of Lincoln from 1675 to 1692), in his work on
The Gunpowder Treason, published in 1679. Campian wrote :—
*All the Jesuits in the world have long since entered into
convenant, any way to destroy all heretical Kings; nor do
they despair of doing it effectually, so long as any one
Jesuit remains in the world.”*

In the month of July 1581, Campian was arrested and
brought to London. Two days after his arrival, the Queen
herself had a private interview with the now famous young
Jesuit. Elizabeth was evidently anxious to spare his life.
She asked him if he regarded her as his lawful Sovereign
The faculties which he possessed, allowing Roman Catholics
to obey her, notwithstanding the Bull of Pius V., excommu-
nicating and deposing her, enabled Campian to answer that
he did. She then asked him for a declaration more distinctly
loyal, in short that he should repudiate the temporal preten-
sions of the Pope, and his right to excommunicate her. He
refused to make such a declaration.” Had he done so,

V Foley's Records of English Province, S.J., vol. iii., p. 630.

2 See page 19 supra.

3 Bishop Thomas Barlow’s Gunpowder Treason, p. 42. Lonlon, 1679.
4 Froude’s History of England, vol. xi., p. 92.
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there can be no doubt that he would have saved his life.
The result of his disloyal silence was that he was remanded
to prison, there to wait his trial. But meanwhile he was
subjected to the torture, and that to such an extent that
when asked by his judges to plead to the indictment, by
holding up his hand, he was unable to comply with the
request by raising it as high as his fellow-prisoners, one
of whom held it up for him. Campian was not the only
priest put to the rack by Elizabeth’s Government. No
honest Protestant writer, who has studied the subject, can
deny that dozens of priests were cruelly treated in this
manner. If any one wishes to see the evidence of this,
let him read the late Mr. David Jardine's treatise On the
Use of Torture in the Criminal Law of England Previously
To the Commonvealth. 1t is the work of a Protestant
lawyer, and the State documents he cites must, when
perused, remove all doubts on the subject. Yet I would
remind Jesuit and Roman Catholic writers of the present
day, that they have no right to throw stones at Elizabeth’s
Government for what they did in this respect. Mr. Jardine
shows that although the use of torture was common in
England before the Commonwealth, yet that it was decided
by ‘“all the judges of England™ (p. 10) that “no such
punishment [as torture] is known or allowed by our law"
(p- 12). He adds:—

“ Here then, is a practice repugnant to reason, justice and human-
ity—censured and condemned upon principle by philosophers and
statesmen,—denounced by the most eminent authorities on muni-
cipal law,—and finally declared by the twelve judges, not only
to be illegal, but to be altogether unknown as a punishment to
the law of England, As far as authority goes, therefore, the crimes
of murder and robbery are not more distinctly forbidden by one
criminal code than the application of the torture to witnesses or
sccused persons is condemned by the oracles of the Common law.” !

Mr. Jardine adds that when torture was actually used in
England, it was done ‘‘at the mere discretion of the King

! Jardive, On the Use of Torture, p. 12.
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and the Privy Council, and uncontrolled by any law besides
the prerogative of the Sovereign.” ' The last recorded instance
of the use of torture in England is dated May 22, 1640.
In Roman Catholic France it was not abolished until 1789,
and in Austria it continued until the middle of the eighteenth
century. I do not for one moment justify Elizabeth’s
Government in the use of torture; on the contrary, I
deeply deplore it, and consider it worthy of the severest
censure.

Several matters of importance were made known at Cam-
pian's trial, for particulars of which I am indebted to his
biographer. The Queen’s Counsel declared that:—<It is
the use of all Seminary men, at the first entrance into
their Seminaries [i.e,, the Colleges, on the Continent, for
educating English Roman Catholic priests], to make two
personal oaths, the one unto a book called Bristow's Motives
for the fulfilling of all matters therein contained; the other
unto the Pope.” Campian, in reply, denied that * men of
riper years"” were compelled to take the oath to Bristow's
Motives, adding that ‘“none are sworn to such articles as
Bristow’s but young striplings that be under tuition.” This
admission was a remarkable one, and after it no one can
deny, who is acquainted with the book mentioned, that the
teaching of those Seminaries was calculated to make the
students disloyal to Elizabeth.

This book was issued with the imprimatur of William
Allen, subsequently known as Cardinal Allen, as “in all
points Catholic, learned and worthy fo be read and printed.”
This approbation was dated April 30, 1574, and therefore
the book had been in circulation for seven years when
Campian's trial took place. Several editions were published.
That which I possess is dated, Antwerp, 1599. The last
edition was issued in 1641.°* The following extracts from

V Jardine, Ow tie Use of Torlure, p. 13.
* Gillow's Bedliographical Dictionary of Emylish Cetholics, vol. i., p. 304.
A wors o great value, to which | am much indebted for valuable informnation.
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this book will shew its traitorous character, and serve to
justify the English Government in its stern dealings towards
the Seminary priests.

“Whereby it is manifest,” writes Bristow, “ that they do miserably
forget themselves, who fear not the excommunications of Pius
Quintus, of holy memory; in whom Christ Himself to have spoken
and excommunicated, as in St. Paul, they might consider by the
miracles, that Christ by him, as by $St. Paul did work.”?

“And if at any time it happen after long toleration, humble
beseeching, and often admonition of very wicked and notorious
apostates or heretics, no other hope of amendment appearing, but
the filthy more and more daily defiling himself and others to the
huge great heap of their own damnation, that after all this the
Sovereign authority of our Common Pastor in religion, for the
saving of souls, do duly discharge us from subjection, and the
Prince offender from his dominion, with such grief of the heart
is it both done of the Pastor, and taken of the people, as if a
man should have cut off from his body, for to save the whole,
some most principal but rotten part thereof.”3

These extracts, as sworn to by the students of the foreign
Seminaries, fully recognise the validity of the deposing Bull
of Pius V., and affirm that Elizabeth was no longer to be
obeyed by her subjects. But Bristow further praised the
attempted rebellion of the two Earls against Elizabeth, in
1569, which had been blessed by the Pope, and held up
the memories of those justly punished for their treason and
rebellion, as so many Martyrs for the true Faith.

“For a full answer to them all,” wrote Bristow, ‘ although the
very naming of our Catholic Martyrs, even of this our time, to
reasonable men may suflice as... the good Earl of Northumber-
land, D. Story, Felton, the Nortons, M. Wcodhouse, M. Plumtree,
and so many hundreds of the Northernmen; such men, both in
their life, and at their death, that neither the enemies have to
stain them, as their own conscienccs, their own talk, aud the
world itself bear good witness: many of them also, and therefore
all of them because of their own cause, being by God Himself
approved, by miracles most undoubted ; although, I say, no reason-
able man will think, those stinking Martyrs of the heretics worthy
in any way to be compared with these most glorious Martyrs of
the Catholics.” 3

} Bristow’s Motives, fol. 31.
2 Ibid., fol. 154.
3 Ibid., fols. 72, 78.
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The Seminary Colleges did not improve as the years went
on. They became more and more the political foes of the
Queen and her Government, and had to be treated accordingly.
Cardinal D’Ossat, who was well acquainted with what was
going on, wrote on Nov. 26, 1601, to Henry IV., King of
France, concerning tbe Seminaries at Douay and St. Omers:

“The principal care which these Colleges and Seminaries have,
18 to catechise and bring up these young English gentlemen in this
Faith and firm belief, that the late King of Spain had, and
that his children now have, the true right of succession to the
Crown of England; and that this is advantageous and expedient
for the Catholic Faith, not only in England, but wherever Christi-
anity is.

“Xnd when these young English gentlemen have finished their
humanity studies, and are come to such an age, then to make
them thoroughly Spaniards, they are carried out of the Low Coun-
tries into Spain, where there are other Colleges for them, wherein
they are instructed in philosophy and Divinity, and confirmed in
the same belief and holy faith, that the Kingdom of England did
belong to the late King of Spain, and does now to his children.
After that these young English gentlemen have finished their
courses, those of them that are found to be most Hispaniolized,
and most courageous and firm to this Spanish creed, are sent into
England to sow this faith among them, to be spies, and give
advice to the Spaniards of what i1s doing in England, and what
must and ought to be done to bring England into the Spaniards’
hands; and if need be to undergo Martyrdom as soon, or rather
sooner, for this Spanish faith, than for the Catholic religion.”?

The College of St. Omers was founded by the Jesuits in
1594. Its object was to furmsh the Jesuit Colleges in
Rome and Spain with scholars whom they had themselves
trained from their early years. A modern apologist for Douay
College, the late Father Knox, comments on Cardinal D'Ossat's
letter, but he meets his startling statements concerning the
chief object of the Seminaries named, by the unwarranted
statement that the “intrinsic value’ of the Cardinal’s letter
18 very small. He admits, however, that at that time *the
English Jesuits were devoted adherents to the Spanish King;”
and that *‘ the English Seminaries abroad were either governed

! Lettres Card. I’Ossaf, Part 2, 1. 7. Quoted in Gec's Jerxits Memoridl,
Introduction, p. xlvi.
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by the Jesuits or at least, as in the case of Douay College,
under their influence.”’

To return to Campian, whom we left before his judges.
The extracts from Bristow's Motives, given above, were
brought before him, as they had already been during his
examination. A loyal man would have at once repudiated
such traitorous doctrine. The Queen’s Counsel asked him:
“How can a man be faithful to our State, and swear per-
formance to those Motives?” to which Campian replied,
“ Whether Bristow’s Motives be repugnant to our laws or no,
is not anything material to our indictment, for that we are
neither Seminary men, nor sworn at our entrance to any such
Motives.”'* 1t was noted that he carefully abstained from
censuring the doctrines of Bristow. The record of Cam-
pian’s examination in prison on these points, which was
taken on the Ist of August, 1581, is interesting. It is as
follows, and was signed by himself:—

“Edmund Campian being demanded whether he would acknow-
ledge the publishing of these things before recited, by Sanders,
Bristow, and Allen, to be wicked in the whole, or any part; and
whether he doth at this present acknowledge her Majesty to be
a true and lawful Queen, or a pretended Queen, and deprived,
and in possession of her Crown only de facto: he answereth to
the first that he meddleth neither to nor iro, and will not further
answer, but requireth that they may answer. To the gsecond he saith,
that this question dependeth on the fact of Pius Quintus, whereof
he is not to judge, and therefore refuseth further to answer.”?

Another matter of importance made known at the trial,
was the fact that disloyal oaths had been administered to
the English people. Mr. Simpson tells us that * The Clerk
of the Crown read certain papers, containing in them oaths
to be administered to the people for the renouncing their
obedience to her Majesty, and the swearing of allegiance
to the Pope, acknowledging him for their supreme head

Y Knox’s Records of Knglish Catholics, vol. 1. Douay Diartes, p. evii.
? Simpson’s Campian, p. 288.
3 Tierney’s Dodd’s Church Historw, vol. iii. Appendix, p. xi.
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and governor; the which papers were found in divers houses
where Campian had lurked, and for religion been entertained.”!
Campian pleaded that there was no evidence before the
Court, that he had circulated those papers; but he could
not deny that the circumstances were suspicious. We need
not wonder that the jury found him guilty, nor yet that,
however sad it may be, he suffered subsequently the punish-
ment of death. He was a martyr to the deposing power
of the Pope, not to his religion. On the 9th of December,
1886, Pope Leo XIII. raised Campian to the rank of a
‘Blessed " Martyr.

V Simpsow’s Campian, p. 295.



CHAPTER II
A GREAT JESUIT PLOT IN SCOTLAND

Towarps the close of 1579 a remarkable Jesuit plot was in
course of development in Scotland, which had for its object
the destruction of Protestantism in that country, with a view
to restoring Mary Queen of Scots to the throne which
she had lost, or at least that she might share it with her
son; and this as a preliminary to placing her on the throne
of England also, as soon as Elizabeth had been deposed.
Carnal weapons were alone relied on for the success of this
plot. It was then as it always has been since with the
Jesuit Order, which relies more on political machinations
than on mere proselytising efforts. The principal tool of
the Jesuits in this plot was Esmé Stuart, Lord of Aubigny,
a young Frenchman, and a near relative of the youthful
James VI., King of Scotland. Aubigny had been educated
by the Jesuits, and in September, 1579, he was sent over
to Scotland on the pretence of congratulating the King on
his entrance to his kingdom. He announced that his visit
would be very brief, and that, on its termination, he intended
to return at once to France.' A modern Jesuit writer
informs us that Aubigny * came over from France with the
express object of destroying Morton,* who, for political
reasons, was at that time the chief supporter of the Pro-
testant interests in Scotland. Before leaving his home,
Aubigny had a conference with the Roman Catholic Bishops

! Calderwood’s History of the Kirk of Scolland, vol. iii., p. 461. Woodrow
Society Edition,

S Narratives of Seottish Catholics, edited by W. Forbes Leith, S.J., p. 165.
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of Glasgow and Ross, in which his future political course
in Scotland was arranged. It was decided that he should
aim at dissolving all friendly relations between Scotland and
England, by removing from the King all those who were
favourable to friendship between the two nations; to procure
an association between Mary Queen of Scots and James VI,
her son, in the government of Scotland; and, lastly, to
alter the religion of the country, with a view to the restora-
tion of the Roman Catholic religion, and the suppression
of Protestantism.' It was a bold programme, and required
the assistance of some of the most subtle and astute minds
the Church of Rome could produce, to give it a chance
of success. Secrecy was above all things essential.

When Aubigny started for Scotland he was accompanied
to the French coast by the Duke of Guise, who, seven years
previously, had been one of the principal organisers of the
horrible St. Bartholomew Massacre.’ The Duke was the
man who had led, at the commencement of that Massacre,
the party of assassins sent to murder that brave Protestant
hero, Admiral Coligny. He stayed outside Coligny’s house
while the foul deed was being perpetrated by his fol-
lowers upstairs. They were long at their evil work, and
Guise became impatient. At last he called out to his men,
‘“Have you finished?” ‘It is done,” was the reply of the
murderers. ‘“Then throw him out of the window,” said
the Duke. When the lifeless body of Coligny fell on the
street pavement below, the brutal Guise kicked the face of
the brave Protestant, and then exclaimed, ‘“Come, soldiers,
take courage, we have begun well. Let us go on to the
others, for so the King commands.” Thus began that fear-
ful carnage which has made St. Bartholomew’s Day a day
of horror for all future generations.® Guise was an active
spirit throughout in the Jesuit plot which Aubigny was

! Calderwood’s History, vol. iii., p. 460.

2 Ihd., p. 457.
* Baird’s Rise of the Huguenots, vol. ii., p. 459.
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sent to Scotland to support. Had it succeeded, under such
auspices, there might have been another St. Batholomew
Massacre in Scotland. Mignet says that Aubigny arrived in
Scotland ‘*‘with a secret mission from the Duke of Guise.'

The Ministers of Edinburgh had warning beforehand as
to the character of the young Frenchman. Calderwood states
that it was Aubigny’s mother, ‘““a very religious lady,”
who sent the warning. It was soon evident that Aubigny
had not come to Scotland merely for a brief visit. but that
Lie meant to settle down in the country., He rapidly gained
the affections of the youthful King, and was speedily promoted
to high office. He well knew, however, that he could only
gain his ends by disguising his religious opinions. Accordingly,
soon after his arrival, he announced his willingness to be
instructed in the Protestant faith. There was no time to
be lost, for already an outcry had been made, and the Pres-
byterian ministers had denounced in their sermons the con-
duct of the King in allowing so many Papists to reside at
his Court. *“In a short time,” says Archbishop Spottiswoode,
Aubigny, who had meanwhile been created Earl of Lennox,
was brought “to join himself to the Church, and openly,
in St. Giles’, to renounce the errors wherein he had been
educated.” * This event took place on March 17th, 1580.°
In the month of July, the same year, the General Assembly
of the Church of Scotland met at Dundee. To this meeting
Lennox thought it necessary to send a letter renewing his
profession of Protestantism. ‘It is not, I think, unknown
to you,” he wrote to the Assembly, ‘‘ how it hath pleased
God, of His infinite goodness, to call me, by His grace and
mercy, to the knowledge of my salvation, since my coming
in this land. Wherefore I render, most earnestly, humble
thanks unto His Divine Majesty.”* Notwithstanding these

! Mignet's History of Mary Queen of Scots, p. 344. Seventh Edition.
2 Spottiswoode’s History of the Church of Scotlard, 2rd ed., p. 308.
3 Moyse’s Memoirs of the Afairs of Scotland, p. 41. Edition 1755.
4 Calderwood’s History, vol. iii., p. 468.
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reiterated professions of his belief in the Protestant faith,
the suspicions of the Presbyterian Ministers continued. One
of their number, Mr. Walter Balcanquall, in a sermon which
he preached in Edinburgh on December 7th, 1580, declared
that the Papists “affirm that it is lawful unto a Christian,
if he feareth any danger or trouble, outwardly to deny his
faith and religion, with this condition, that he keep it close
within himself. In respect whereof it is that both plainly
they speak and write, that if any of their Catholics come
among us (whom they call heretics and Calvinists), if they
be afraid of any trouble or danger, it is lawful for them to
deny their Catholic or Roman religion, and so dissemble with
the same that they do anything we bid them do, and if it
were with their mouth to deny their Papistry, subscribe the
articles of our religion, and be participants of the Sacraments,
with this condition, that they keep their religion inwardly
and heartily to the Catholic Roman Kirk, and faith thereof.”
The preacher applied his remarks to what he termed * the
French Court come into Scotland,” meaning thereby Aubigny
and his party. And he courageously warned his country :—
“If these things continue,” he exclaimed, ‘‘and go forward,
I will tell thee, O Scotland, and those who fear the Lord
within thee, that thou shalt repent that ever the French
Court came into Scotland, or that ever thou saw it, or the
fruits thereof with thy eyes.”'

Two days later another faithful Minister—there were men
in Scotland then with * backbone,” not afraid to speak out
—John Durie, confirmed all that Mr. Balcanquall had said,
The King was very angry with the preachers, and no doubt
would have punished them severely, were it not that they
received the protection of the General Assembly of the Kirk
of Scotland, which, at its first meeting after the sermons
were preached, at the request of the King, appointed certain
commissioners to examine Mr. Balcanquall's sermon. They

1 Calderwood’s History, vol. iii, pp. 773—775.
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reported that there was “ nothing either erroneous, scandalous,
or offensive in his sermon, but good and sound doctrine,
whereof they desired the Assembly’s approbation.” There-
upon the General Assembly unanimously affirmed that the
preacher ‘“had uttered nothing in that sermon erroneous,
scandalous, or offensive, but solid, good, and true doctrine,
for which they praised God.”'

The fears of the Protestant Ministers for the future were
not lessened as the months passed by. On the contrary,
they were, says Spottiswoode,

“increased by the interception of certain Dispensations sent from
Rome, whereby the Catholics were permitted to promise, swear,
subscribe, and do what else should be required of them, so as in
mind they continued firm, and did use their diligence to advance
in secret the Roman faith. These dispensations being shown to the
King, he caused his Minister, Mr. John Craig, to form a short Con-
fession of Faith, wherein all the corruptions of Rome, as well in
doctrine as outward rites, were particularly abjured.”*

This Confession of Faith was signed at Edinburgh,
January 28th, 1581. It was not signed, however, until
after the King had received a letter of warning from Queen
Elizabeth, which ought to have opened his eyes to the
designs of Lennox. In this communication (which was read
to the General Assembly at which the Confession of Faith
was signed), sent by the hand of her ambassador, Randolph,
she informed James that:—

“It had been discovered by sundry means unto her Majesty, that
the Pope and his adherents have concluded, as a thing necessary
to the general enterprise, to attempt the recovering of Scotland to
his obedience, and, in some part, the manner thereof, how they
meant to proceed, had been also unto her Majesty revealed; and
that she had seen some part thereof begun already, which was, by
sending Monsieur D’Aubigny, a professed Papist, into Scotland,
under colour of his kindred to the King, that these twenty years
past never offered any service to the King, when as he had most
need; partly by dissimulation and courting with the King, being
young, and of noble and gentle nature, and partly by nourishing
and making factions among the nobility, but specially, to oppose

1 Calderwood’s History, vol. iii., p. 585.
2 Spottiswoode’s Ilistory, vol. ii., p. 268.



QUEEN ELIZABETHE'S WARNINGS 35

himself to such of the nobles as were known aflectionate, to main-
tain amity between her Majesty and the King of Scots, and were
earnest to continue the love between the two nations. Thereby
to make some ready way, by colour of division and faction, to
bring strangers, being Romanists, into the realm, for his party.
And, consequently, by degrees to alter religion, yea, in the end
to bring the person of the young King in danger; which is scen
very easy to be done, by colour of his office, being now, without
any proof of service done to the King or his country, made his
principal Chamberlain, and possessor of his person: and so to
make himself, by the greatness of his authority; and by his banding
in factions, but specially by pretence of his nearness of blood to
the King, to get the Crown also, in the end to himself.”!

The Queen then proceeded to point out to the King
several of the steps already taken by Aubigny towards the
attainment of his objects; and specially referred to the arrest
of the Earl of Morton, who, at the instigation of Aubigny
(Lennox), was in prison at the time, on a charge of high
treason. This she considered

‘“ A matter sufficient to confirm the just suspicions of Monsieur
D’Aubigny’s intention to become the principal minister of the Pope
and his adherents, for to reduce that realm [of Scotland] to the
servitude of Rome, whereof himself from his birth hath been a
professed vassall, that now by policy (though some of his company
bronght with him, and yet secretly cherished by him, do remain
still Papists), he himself, to colour his dissimulation, affirmed by
words, to be somewhat otherwise changed. A matter, being well
considered, that served his turn the better, to achieve his enterprise;
and such a device, that (as it is confessed by sundry) the Pope doth
many times give dispensations to divers for some notable respects,
to dissemble not ounly in bare words and with oaths, but also in
outward facts to proceed to be of the Reformed Religion, only
to have more commodity to work their further practice. And
of this kind had been discovered many in England, and also in
France, that had confessed such Dispensations so to dissemble;
yea, they are taught that they, without hurt to their Popish con-
science, by oath, before any Protestant magistrate, may deny their
faith, and dissemble, and break any promise made to a Protestant.” ?

Notwithstanding these warnings, so fully justified by sub-
sequent events, James contmued his royal favour to Lennox.
But the action of Elizabeth made it all the more necessary
that the favourite should give one more proof of his repudia-

! Calderwood’s History, vol. iii., p. 491.
2 Ibid., vol. iii, p. 493,
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tion of Popery, and of his allegiance to the Protestant faith,
and therefore he was the first to swear to and sign the
Confession of Faith, after the King. That he should be
guilty of what—in his case—was nothing less than perjury
in its most abominable form, only proves that he was, as
Mr. Froude affirms, * accomplished in all arts, whether of
grace or villainy.” ' As showing the depth of his wickedness,
as to which no evidence exists that he was ever censured
by the Pope, I here subjoin the text of the principal por-
tions of the Confession of Faith itself, which he swore to
and signed. The original document is preserved in the Advo-
cates’ Library, Edinburgh:—

“We all, and every one of us underwritten, protest, that after a
long and due examination of our own consciences in matters of
true and false religion. are now thoroughly resolved in the truth,
by the Word and Spirit of God.... And, therefore, we abhor and
detest all contrary religion and doctrine; but chiefly all kind of
Papistry in general and particular heads, even as they are now
damned and confuted by the Word of God and Kirk of Scotland.
But in special, we detest and refuse the usurped authority of that
Roman Antichrist upon the Scriptures of God, upon the Kirk,
the Civil Magistrate, and consciences of men; all his tyrannical
laws made upon indifferent things against our Christian liber-
ty; ... his blasphemous opinion of Transubstantiation, or
Real Presence of Christ’'s body in the elements... his devilish
Mass; his blasphemous priesthood, his profane Sacrifice for the
sing of the dead and the living; his canonization of men, calling
upen angels and saints departed, worshipping of images, relics,
and crosses;... his Purgatory, prayers for the dead, praying or
speaking in a strange language; with his processions and blasphe-
mous Litany, and multitude of advocates and mediators; his
manifold Orders, Auricular Confession ;... his holy water, baptising
of bells, conjuring of spirits;... his worldly monarchy, and wicked
hierarchy ; his three solemn vows;... hiserroneous and bloody decrees
made at Trent, with all the subscribers and approvers of that cruel
and bloody band, conjured against the Kirk of God. And, finally,
we detest all his vain allegories, rites, signs, and traditions brought
into the Kirk, without or against the Word of God, and doctrine
of this true Reformed Kirk; to the which we join ourselves willingly
in doctrine, faith, religion, discipline, and use of the holy Sacra-
ments, as lively members of the same, in Christ our Head: pro-
mising and swearing by the great name of the Lord our God, that
we shall continue in the obedience of the doctrine and discipline
of this Kirk, and shall defend the same according to our vecation

! Froude’s History of England, vol. x., p. 512,
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and power, all the days of our life, under the pains contained in
the an. and danger both of body and soul in the day of God’s
fearful Judgment. And, secing that many are stirred up by
Satan and that Roman Antichrist, to promise, swear, subscribe,
and for a time use the holy Sacraments in the Kirk deceitfully,
against their own conscience; minding hereby, first under the ex-
ternal cloak of the religion, to corrupt and subvert secretly God’s
true religion within the Kirk; and afterwards, when time may serve,
to become open enemies and persecutors of the same, under vain
hope of the Pope’s dispensation, devised against the Word of God,
to his greater confusion, and their double condemnation in the
Day of the Lord Jesus: We, therefore, willing to take away all
suspicion of hypocrisy, and of such double dealing with God and His
Kirk, protest, and call the Searcher of all hearts for witness, that
our minds and hearts do fully agree with this our Confession, promise,
OATH, and subscription; so that we are not moved for any worldly
respect, but are persnaded only in our conscience, through the
knowledge and love of God’s true religion printed in our hearts
by the Holy Spirit, as we shall answer to Him tn the Day when the
secrets of all hearts shall be disclosed.... We protest and promise
solemnly with our hearts, under the same oATH, handwriting, and
pains, that we shall defend his |[the King’s] person and authority
with our goods, bodies, and lives, in the defence of Christ’s Evangel,
liberty of our country, ministration of justice, and punishment of
iniquity, against all eneinies within this realm or without, as we
desire our God to be a strong and merciful Defender to us, in
the day of our death, and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ: To
Whom, with the Father and the Holy Spirit, be all honour and
glory eternally. Amen.”!

Lennox was not the only Romanist in disguise who
treacherously signed this Confession of Faith. Lord Seton
was another. He had rendered special service to the Church
of Rome before this period, and he continued those services
to the end of his life. A year after the event just recorded,
a priest, who was a political emissary of the Jesuits to
Scotland, reporting his work to Cardinal Allen, remarked:
“We celebrated [Mass] daily, and preached during the
Christmas season in the house of Lord Seton, the greater
part of his household, which is very numerous, being present.”*
Lord Seton, writing on March 14th, 1584, to Pope Gre-
gory XIIL., was not ashamed to boast of his services to the

Y Row's Historie of the Kirk of Scotland, pp. T4—T7. Edinbursh: Wooudrow
Society.
* Narratives of Scottish Catholics, p. 178.
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Church of Rome. “I need not explain to your Holiness,”
he wrote, “the part which I have taken in defending the
Catholic religion, and the authority of the Supreme Pontiff,
for I would rather leave this to others.”' Did his lord-
ship, we may well ask, In his own mind, include the
signature of the Presbyterian Confession of Faith, as amongst
the services he had rendered to the Papacy?

The progress to power of the Royal favourite was rapid,
and the evil deed of January 28th, 1581, helped on his
political schemes. He was first, as we have seen, created
Earl of Lennox, and next made Chamberlain of Scotland.
Edinburgh Castle was given in charge of one of his supporters.
Dumbarton was made over to him as an appanage of his
earldom, and thus he had the key in his hands to open
Scotland to the French or Spaniards, whenever he was ready
to receive them. It was even suggested that he should be
recognised as heir to the Crown, should the King die with-
out issue.’ On August 27, 1581, he was proclaimed Duke
of Lennox. His evil deed of the previous January had
enabled him to get rid of the Earl of Morton, his most
formidable rival, who was executed June 2nd, 1581.

“The death of Morton was followed,” writes Tytler, *“a3 was to
be expected, by the econcentration of the whole power of the
State in the hands of the Earl of Lennox and Captain Stewart,
now Earl of Arran. This necessarily led to the revival of the
influence of France, and to renewed intrigues by the friends of
the Catholic faith and the supporters of the imprisoned Queen
[Mary Queen of Scots]. The prospects of the Protestant lords,
and of the more zealous Ministers of the Kirk were proportionably
overclouded; the faction in the interests of England was thrown

into despair, and reports of the most gloomy kind began to circu-
late through the country.”3

Towards the end of the summer of 1581, Mendoza, the
Spanish Ambassador in London, and one of the bitterest

enemies of England and the Protestant religion, determined
that, if possible, the Jesuit Plot in Scotland should be

! Narratives of Scottisk Catholics, p. 186.
3 Calendar of Spanish State Papers, vol. iii., p. 51.
3 Tytler's History of Scotland, vol. iv., p. 38. Edinburgh, 1864.
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worked in the interests of Spain rather than of France, of
whose influence both he and his master, the King of Spain,
were very jealous. For this purpose Mendoza had several
secret conferences in London with some of the principal
Roman Catholics of England. To them he pointed out that
there was a far greater chance of success for the Roman
Catholic cause in England and Scotland, if the undertaking
in that country were under the auspices of Spain rather
than those of France, but he was careful at the same time
to remind them that “the first step to be taken was to
bring Scotland to submit to the Holy See,” for this would
embarrass Queen Elizabeth more than anything else. After
a great deal of negotiation, what appears to have been a
sort of committee to represent the other Roman Catholics
of England was formed. It consisted of six English Lords;
all of them being Spanish in their sympathies. Writing to
the King of Spain, on September 7th, 1581, Mendoza says:—

“My proposal was approved of, and six [Lords, who are the
leaders and chiefs of the other Catholics, met for the purpose of
considering it. One of them repeated to the others what I had
said, and urged that the best way for them [in England] to shake
off the oppression with which they were being afilicted by the
heretics would be to attempt to bring Scotland to submission to
the Church. They took solemn oaths to aid each other, and to
mutually devote their persons and property to the furtherance of
this end without informing any living soul of their determination
excepting myself. They decided to send an English clergyman
who is trusted by all the six, a person of understanding who was
brought up in Scotland, to the Scottish Court, for the purpose,
after he had made himself acquainted with the state of things,
with their assistance and recommendation, to try to get a private
interview with D' Aubigny, and tell him that, if the King would
submit to the Roman Catholic Church, many of the English nobles,
and a great part of the population, would at once side with him,
and bave him declared heir to the English Crown and relea-e
his mother. Ie was to assure him that the help of His Holiness,
your Majesty, and it was supposed also of the King of France,
would bs forthcoming to this end.”!}

The reference to help from France was put in as a matter
of policy, for Mendoza assured his master that the English

Y Calendar of Spanish State Papers, vol. iii., p. 170.
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Lords did “mnot wish to have anything to do with France.”
The English priest chosen for this delicate and secret mission
was William Watts. Before he started for Scotland Watts
received his instructions from the notorious Jesuit, Father
Robert Parsons, who was a prime mover in the conspiracy.
Parsons told him what subjects he should introduce in con-
versation with the young King of Scotland. He was to
request his Majesty to take under his protection those
English Roman Catholics who fled to Scotland, since the
Romanists were the only persons who favoured his succession
to the English Throne. Then he was to dwell upon the
reasons which ought to incline the King to view Popery
with favour, and the Protestant heretics in abhorrence, and
to hold out before him the prospect, not only of the suc-
cession to the English Throne, but also of the friendship
of the neighbouring Roman Catholic Princes; the assistance
of the Romanists of both England and Scotland, and espectally
of the priests in recovering Scotland to the Roman Catholie
Church, which they were ready to undertake even though
it should cost their lives.

With these instructions Father William Watts set off to
Scotland, accompanied by a servant. Having arrived in that
country, he was fortunate enough to obtain from John Lord
Maxwell, a Protestant, a safe conduct in writing to any
part of Scotland. Watts next went to the “Baron of
Grencknols”’ whom he knew to be favourable to the Popish
cause, though outwardly a Protestant, and to him he opened
his mind freely, and obtained promises of sympathy and
aid. At last he reached Edinburgh, where he had interviews
with Lord Seton (a disguised Romanist) and other noblemen,
including his son, afterwards known as Chancellor Seton. Lord
Seton entertained Watts in his own house. These noblemen
at last introduced him to the King, but what transpired at
the interview has not, so far as I am aware, been published.
These Scottish noblemen gave this secret emissary promises
such as satisfied him. Father Watts wrote out a report of
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his mission which he forwarded to Father Parsons, who at
once sent it on to the General of the Jesuits at Rome.
Watts supplied a list of noblemen favourable to the Popish
cause. It included D’Aubigny (on whom their hopes mainly
relied), the Earl of Huntly, the Earl of Eglinton, the Earl
of Caithness, Baron Seton, Baron Ogilvy, Baron Gray, and
Baron Fernihurst. ' In writing to the General of his Order
Parsons sought for his advice, telling him that he entirely
relied upon his answer for his guidance as to his future
conduct in the matter. Apparently the answer was satisfac-
tory to Parsons, if we may judge by the fact that he
continued to be an active worker in the plot. By direction
of Parsons, Watts prolonged his stay in Scotland, and did
not return to London until the following January, when he
wrote out a second report of his proceedings, and forwarded
it to Dr. Allen (afterwards Cardinal) who was then staying
at Rheims. Allen at once sent on the report to the Car-
dinal of Como, Papal Secretary of State, for the information
of the Pope, who took the greatest interest in what was
going on in Scotland. In this document Watts stated that
the Scottish nobles favourable to the plot despaired of success
without armed aid from abroad. They desired that special
efforts should be made to bring the King over to the Church
of Rome, but if these failed ‘‘they would then get her
Majesty's [Mary Queen of Scots] licence and permission to
convey the King, her son, if necessery, to some Catholic
country, where he could be better instructed in the true
faith, and trained to the duties of sovereignty.” It would
be well, they thought, if a marriage could he arranged
between the King and the daughter of the King of Spain.
The King of Scotland was then only fifteen years old.
Father William Holt, a Jesuit, was also sent by Parsouns
to Scotland soon after Watts had started for that country,
and he remained there until the beginning of the following

Y Narratives of Seottish Calkolics, pp. 166—174.
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Lent. On February 9th, 1582, Mendoza wrote a lengthy
letter to the King of Spain, reporting what took place at
an interview which he had just had with Father Holt in
London, after his arrival from Scotland. Holt told the
Spanish Ambassador that on his arrival in Edinburgh, he,
like Father Watts, was received * by the principal Lords and
Councillors of the King, particularly the Duke of Lennox
[Aubigny], the Earls of Huntly, Eglinton, Argyll, Caithness,
and other personages, who are desirous of bringing the
country to submit to our Holy Catholic Faith.” These
noblemen had unanimously pledged themselves to adopt
four means of obtaining their object. First, to endeavour
to induce their King to become a Roman Catholic; secondly,
they would try and obtain, if necessary, the permission of
the King’s mother, that “if he be not converted, he should
be forced to open his eyes and hear the truth;” thirdly, if
his mother thought it necessary *they would transport him
out of the Kingdom to a place that she might indicate;”
and fourthly, “as a last resource they would depose the
King” until his mother had escaped from captivity and had
arrived in Scotland, ‘‘unless he would consent to become a
Catholic.” One way to forward these expedients was, they
suggested, for some foreign sovereign to support them with
troops, of whom they supposed 2000 would be sufficient for
their purpose. They did not intend to apply for help to
France for these troops, but they had appealed to Mary Queen
of Scots, whose personal intercession would, they believed,
‘“prevail upon the Pope” and the King of Spain to help
them. If the soldiers were sent, these Scottish noblemen
“would undertake to convert the country to the Catholic
faith, and to bring it to submit to the Pope.” To prevent
the jealousy of the French they thought it would be best
were the King of Spain to send, under the name of the
Pope, Italian rather than Spanish soldiers to Scotland.®

! Calendar of Spanisk State Pavers, vol. iii., 285—289,
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Mary Queen of Scots was made acquainted with this
artfully contrived plot, and gave it her hearty approval and
assistance. To facilitate matters she was willing to give
up her claim to be the only Sovereign of Scotland, and to
associate the name of her son with her own as joint Sov-
ereigns of the land. But this association with her son
would entirely depend uwpon his becoming a Roman Catholic,
and she held herself free at any time to withdraw from
association with him, provided she had come to the decision
that his perversion was hopeless; in which case she would
resume her claim to be the Queen of Scotland, and heiress
to the throne of England. She wrote to Mendoza on the
subject a letter in which she expressed the opinion that
the Duke of Lennox, “though he has joined with the heretics
in order by dissimulation to strengthen his position,” would
not be blind to the advantage of helping the King by any
means. ' .

At about this period the Pope, anxious for further informa-
tion for his personal guidance, sent an emissary of his own
to Scotland. He selected for the mission Father Wilham
Creighton, a Scotch Jesuit, who also went with the approba-
tion of the King of Spain, the bloodthirsty Duke of Guise,
and Father Parsons. Before starting on his journey, Creigh-
ton, in company with Parsons, had an interview at Eu,
towards the end of January, with the Duke of Guise, ‘‘ about
the advancement of the Catholic cause in both realms of
England and Scotland, and for the delivery of the Queen
of Scots, then prisoner.”* Creighton arrived in Scotland in
the beginning of Lent, 1582, and left the country on his
return to the Continent towards the end of March. His
account of his visit to Scotland was subsequently written
for the purpose of being preserved in the archives of the
Jesuits at Rome. IFrom this report I take the following
extract, in which the real sentiments of Lennox towards the

! Calendar of Spanish State Papers, vol. iii., p. 290.
2 Knox’s Records of English Catholics, vol. ii., p. xxxv.
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religion of Rome come out in their true and natural colours.
The italics are mine.

“At the time of his arrival,” wrote Creighton of himself, “only
one of the members of the Royal Council, Lord Seton, remained
constant to his religion. This nobleman willingly received Fr.
Creighton into his house, and treated him with kindness and respect.
All the others had subscribed to the heretical Confession of Faith, ?
through fear of the tyranny of those who had seized upon the govern-
ment, and especially of the heretical preachers. The guardian of the
young King, then still & minor, was his cousin, the Duke of Lennox.
Fr. Creighton considered it best to enter into correspondence with
this nobleman, whom he knew to be a Catholic at heart, although exter-
nally complying in every respect with the requirements of the Ministers;
and it was not without great difficulty that he obtained an interview
with Lennox, for he had to be introduced iunto the King’s palace
at night, and hidden during three days in a secret chamber. The
Duke promised that he would have the King instructed in the Catholic
religion, or else conveyed abroad, in order to be able to embrace
it with more freedom. To secure this concession, he made some
on his side, chiefly of a pecuniary nature; and such as seemed
very insignificant when compared with the object in view. The
articles of this agreement were drawn up by Fr. Creighton, and
signed by the Duke’s hand in evidence of his assent to it, so thut
the Pope, then Gregory XIII., might possess in the Duke’s hand-
writing a proof of the accuracy of Fr. Creighton’s verbal statement.
Armed with this document, Father Creighton at once crossed over
to France, and arrived in Paris, where the Duke of Guise—the
King’s relative, the Archbishop of Glasgow, Father Tyrie, * and the
other Scotchmen, all considered the Catholic cause as good as gained. 3

On Father Creighton's return to Fraunce he communicated
the results of his Scottish visit to the Archbishop of Glas-
gow, Dr. Allen (subsequently Cardinal Allen), the Duke of
Guise, Father Parsons, and to the agent of the King of Spain.

“The greater part of April and May was,” writes the late Father
Knox, “spent in discussing this design, and finally, at a meeting
held in Paris, at which, besides those already mentioned, F. Clande
Mathieu, Provincial of the Jesuits in France and Confessor to the
Duke of Guise, was present, a plan was definitely decided upon,
and F. Creighton was deputed to take it to tlie Pope at Rome,
and F. Parsons to Philip II. at Lisbon, where the King was then
residing.” 4

! And so, as we have secen, had Lord Seton also.

2 Father Tyrie also was a Jesuit priest.

3 Narratives of Scottish Catholics, pp. 181, 182,

4 Knox’s Records of English Catholics, vol. ii., p. xliii.
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Tassis, the Spanish Ambassador to France, took part in
these conferences, and on May 29th wrote about them to
his master, the King of Spain.

“Tho Duke of Guise,” wrote Tassis from Paris, “has arrived, and
conferred at length with the priests, after which they summoned me
at night to the Scots Ambassador’s house. The Duke of Guise in-
formed me of his great desire to personally participate in so im-
portant an affair, with the sole object I have mentioned, and
the plan of execution was subsequently discussed. His opinion
was that His Holiness should have the enterprise earried out
entirely in his name, and should announce that the destination
of the expedition was to be Barbary.... The priests subsequently
informed me that the principal reason why he (Guise) advocated
this course was the oath he took when he received the Order of
the Holy Ghost, not to employ himself in favour of any foreign
Prince without the consent of his Sovereign, and he thinks that
if he is engaged in this enterprise with forces belonging to your
Majesty he might be breaking this oath. The priests, however,
say that they have satisfied him upon the point, and have shown
him that he may do so with a perfectly clear consecience, so that
he is now resolved to take part in the affair in whatever form His
Holiness and your Majesty may consider advisable.” !

In other words, under Jesuit guidance, the Duke decided
to break his solemn oath, in order that he might do good
to the Roman Catholic faith in Scotland and England.

The object of the visits of these two Jesuits to Rome
and Lisbon respectively was to obtain a strong military
force to guard the King of Scotland and the Duke of
Lennox, and to provide a Roman Catholic bride for the
King, by whose means it was expected to make his secession
to Romanism secure. The Pope approved of the design,
took 1t up warmly, and subscribed four thousand gold
crowns. He also wrote to Philip II. urging him to help a
cause which so greatly interested all Christian people. In
response, Philip gave twelve thousand gold erowns, promising
the same amount every year, and more if necessary. *

A great deal of the correspondence of those who took
part in this treacherous conspiracy was published in London

\ Calendar of Spanish State Lapers, vol. iii,, pp. 377, 378.
2 Narvatives of Scottisk Catholics, p. 182.
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m 1882, in the second volume of the Records of FEnglish
Catholics. From that book we learn that after the delibera-
tions of the conspirators had for the time concluded, the
Papal Nuncio at Paris wrote a lengthy report of the pro-
ceedings to the Papal Secretary of State, for the information
of the Pope. The design in hand, he informed the Secretary,
must be arranged in all particulars by the Duke of Guise.
Father Robert Parsons bad said that 6000 footmen were
sufficient for Scotland, and that after their work was done
they could pass over to England, so as to bring back two
Kingdoms to the Church of Rome. “Moreover,” continued
the Nuncio, “at the proper time the principal Catholics in
England will receive information of the affair by means
of the priests. But this will not be done until just before
the commencement of the enterprise, for fear of its becoming
known; since the soul of this afiair is its secrecy.”” The
Nuncio concluded the letter thus:— ‘It seems to me that
this enterprise is so honourable and useful to the Church
of God that nothing, I believe, could be undertaken or
even imagined greater or more fruitful; and I cannot do other-
wise than entreat your most reverend lordship to animate
our Lord (the Pope) to this enterprise, which is worthy of
Christ’s Vicar.” !

Before he wrote the above letter the Nuncio had received
a visit from Parsons, who placed in his hands a memoran-
dum, in which he offered “in the name of all the Catholics
of England, their life, their goods, and all that lies within
their power for the service of God and his Holiness in this
enterprise.” Two years later, when Father Creighton was
arrested by the English Government, the plan of this very
enterprise was found upon him. In this plan it was stated that

“The great and rich cities for the most part, as Newcastle, York,
and such like, are all full of Catholics, who will repair to the
|invading] army, so as they shall be victorious without drawing
sword; and all the Catholic lords and gentlemen of those shires will

! Knox’s Records of English Catholics, vol. ii., pp. xli, xlii.
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unite themselves unto them: which we say not by conjecture, dbut
know assuredly that they will do it, although they dare not trust
anybody in the world but only their priests, who are already dispersed
throughout all the shires of the realm.” !

The special object of the enterprise was said to be the
deposition of Queen Klizabeth, and the setting up of the
Scottish Queen in her room. The plan further provided
that on the entry of the invading army into England, all
those who should bear arms in defence of Queen Elizabeth,
should be treated as ‘ guilty of treason, and shall be held
for such, unless they come to join with the army of the
Scottish Queen in England by such a certain day, and they
shall not only lose their lives, but also all their possessions,
lordships, and lands, shall be given to the next of their
blood.” Here we see what was, and ever has been, the
true attitude of the Jesuits towards civil and religious liberty.
Had they succeeded in their scheme, every Protestant who
resisted them, aye, and every loyal Roman Catholic also,
would have been put to death!

Father Creighton, on leaving Scotland, was the bearer
of a letter from the Duke of Lennox himself to Tassis, the
Spanish agent at the French Court. The letter is well
worth citing here.

“8ir,” wrote Lennox, “the bearer of this, William Creighton, a
Jesuit, has come here and told me that he has been sent to me by
the Pope and the King of Spain, your King, and he has brought
me a letter of eredence from the Ambassador of Scotland to the
effect that I should put trust in what he shall say to me. After
him there arrived another Jesuit, an Englishman [F. William
Holt], bringing me a letter from the Ambassador your King has
in London [Don Bernardino de Mendoza], and who in conjunetion
with the Pope desires, as it seems to me, fo use my services in
the design which they have in hand jfor the restoration of the
Catholic religion and the liberation of the Queen of Scotland,
according to what the aforesaid Creighton related to me. As I
believe that this enterprise is undertaken for the good and pre-
servation of the Queen of Seotland and the King her son, and
that his erown will be maintained and supported, I am ready,
with the eonsent of the Queen his mother, to devote my life and

Y Knox's Records of Ewglish Catholics, p. 430.
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property to the execution of the said enterprise, on condition that
I am provided with all those things which are set down in a
memorandum which I have given to the bearer to communicate
to you.”?

The “memorandum” to which the Duke of Lennox here
refers, required that by the following autumn twenty thou-
sand Spanish, Italian, German, and Swiss soldiers should
be landed in Scotland, with plenty of munitions of war; as
also that a large sum of money should be sent towards the
expenses of the enterprise; and he names in it the ports
where the troops should be landed.

On the same day that the Duke of Lennox wrote to
Tassis, he wrote also a similar letter to Mary Queen of Scots.

“ Madam,—Since my last letters a Jesuit named William Creighton
has come to me with letters of credence from your Ambassador.
He informs me that the Pope and the Catholic King had decided
to succour you with an army, for the purpose of re-establishing
religion in this island, your deliverance from captivity, and the
preservation of your right to the Crown of England. He says
that it has been proposed that I should be the head of the said army.
Since then, I have received a letter from the Spanish Ambassador
resident in London to the same effect, through another English
Jesuit. For my own part, Madam, if it be your will that anything
should be done, and that I ghould undertake it, I will do so, and
am in hopes that, if promises are fulfilled, and the English
Catholics also keep their word, the enterprise may be carried to a
successful issue, and I will deliver you out of your captivity or
lose my life in the attempt. I therefore humbly beg you to inform
me of your wishes on the matter, through the Spanish Ambassador
in London, with all speed, and 1 will follow your instructions if
you approve of the enterprise. As soon as I receive your reply
I will go to France with all diligence for the purpose of raising
some French infantry, and receiving the foreign troops and leading
them to Scotland.” ?

No one who reads the letters of Queen Mary, published
in the third volume of the Calendar of Spanish State Papers,
can doubt that she took a very decided part in furthering
this Papal and Jesuit plot, of which she heartily approved.
Yet when, two years later, she was charged by Mr. Somner,
Secretary to Sir Ralph Sadler, with having taken a part

! Knox’s Records of English Catkolics, vol. ii., p. xxxv.
2 Calendar of Spanish State Papers, vol. iii., p. 333.
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in it, she actually had the daring falsehood to deny it,
calling God to witness the truth of her lying assertioms.'

The two Jesuit priests who had been to Scotland about
the business in hand, had an interview with Tassis at Panis,
about the middle of May. The latter wrote at once about
the subject of the interview to the King of Spain, on
May 18th, 1582:—

“Two or three days ago two Jesuit Fathers [Holt and Creigh-
ton] came to see me, one an Englishman and the other a Scot.
The latter told me that, more than a year since, he was at Rome
to attend a meeting or Chapter of his Order, and by command of
his General, gave to His Holiness an account of the state of affairs
in Scotland, and the good hopes that existed of success attending
the attempts to restore the Catholic faith in the country if the
tagk were undertaken in earnest., His Holiness liked his discourse
30 much that he sent him hither {to Paris] and gave instructions
to the Nuncio, and to the Scots Ambassador here, to consider
what steps could be taken in the matter, evincing a desire to aid
it effectually if there seemed to be an appearance of hopefulness.
The Nuncio and the Ambassador decided to send him to Scotland,
to inform M. D’Aubigny, Duke of Lennox, a Frenchman and a
kinsman of that King, of the Pope’s favourable disposition, as he
(Lennox) had the principle influence over the King and exercised
great authority in the country, and was known to be Catholic.
They therefore expected to find him very willing to assist, and
the Jesuit was instructed to encourage and exhort him to this end,
bearing a letter of credence from the Ambassador, founded on the
Pope’s instructions. He (the Jesuit) had gone thither and with
great difficulty (seeing the suspicion in which the godly live there)
had seen D’Aubigny once, after secret communications had passed
between them by letter. The interview took place in a castle be-
longing to D’Aubigny, whither he had gone on the pretext of other
business, and another Jesuit, an Englishman and companion
of the man who came to me, was present. This Englishman
appeared to arrive at the same time with a similar mission on
behalf of the English Catholics, and carried a letter of credence
from Don Bernardino de Mendoza for D’Aubigny. After hearing
what both of them had to say, I’ Aubigny decided to give the sup-
port desired by His Holiness and your Majesty to the project, if
he was furnished with the things set forth in a statement which
he handed to them, *

Parsons also had an interview with the Papal Nuncio in
Paris, who, on May 22, reported it to the Papal Secretary

V' Sadler’s State Papers, vol. iii., pp. 147—149.
2 Calendar of Spanish Stale Pagers, vol. ni., p. 370.
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of State, the Cardinal of Como. ¢“I have had,” he wrote,
‘““a visit from Father Robert [Parsons], an English Jesuit,
who appears to me a very prudent man; but as yet I do
not know of the arrival of the Duke of Guise with whom
the design on hand must be arranged in all its particulars, the
said Father has given me a memorandum of which I send
a copy. It is, I know, unnecessary to say that the Bishop
alluded to in the memorandum should not be appointed in
Consistory, since in that way the affair would be easily
discovered, and therefore I will say nothing about it. This
Father assumes that 6000 footmen are sufficient in Scotland,
to cross over afterwards into England, but this is a point
which will be better settled when the Duke comes. The
expense seems to me small for two such great Princes,
especially since it will not last for many months, and the
gain of bringing back to Christ two kingdoms is inestimable,
and not to attend to this enterprise would drive into the
extremity of despair the Catholics of both realms. In a
few days Father Creighton, a Scotchman, who has lately
returned from Scotland, will go to Rome with a full account
of the state of England and Scotland; and from what I
know, if these troops can be brought on a sudden to Scot-
land, and go thence likewise on a sudden to England, it
seems to me that the affair is most easy.”'

This great Jesuit conspiracy against two nations, England
and Scotland, depended for its success mainly on the con-
tinuance of the Duke of Lennox in power in the latter
country, while, in its turn, his continuance in power depended
entirely on the fact of his adherence to Romanism remaining
a profound secret. Lennox had used the power entrusted
to him in persecuting the Presbyterian ministers, and in
forcing the Episcopal system on the Church of Scotland.
The ministers were not blind to the dangers that surrounded
them. At this period, says Dr. M‘Crie, the King

1 Records of English Catholics, vol. ii., pp. xl, xli.
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“fell into the hands of two unprincipled courtiers, the one a French-
man, whom he made the Duke of Lennox; and the other, one
Captain Stewart, a notorious profligate, who afterwards became
Earl of Arran. These men, besides polluting his morals, filled his
head with the most extravagant notions of Kingly power, and the
strongest prejudices against the Scottish Church, the strict discipline
of which, for obvious reasons, was peculiarly obnoxious to persons
of such characters.”!

It is no wonder that the ministers were dissatisfied with
the existing state of things, and earnestly desired that such
dangerous counsellors and unprincipled scoundrels should be
removed from the person of the King, who was still a mere
boy of barely sixteen years of age. Thejr dissatisfaction
was shared by many of the Protestant noblemen and gentry,
who could not view without serious alarm, the probability
of the loss of the civil and religious liberties of the country.
That alarm was in no way lessened by a Declaration issued
in the name of the King, though, no doubt, at the instiga-
tion of Lennox himself. It was dated July 12, 1582, and
concluded as follows:—

“And because it is come to our knowledge that, by the said
disturbers of our common peace, rumours are published that our
dear cousin Esme, now Duke of Lennox etc., should be a counsellor
and deviser to us in the premises presently, of the erecting of
Papistry, and abolishing of the true religion, which he hath sub-
scribed with his hand, sworn in the presence of God, approved with
the holy action of the Lord’s Table, like as he is ready to seal the
same with his blood. We, therefore, with advice of our Lords of
the Secret Council aforesaid, have thought expedient to publish
to all our faithful subjects, the malicious falsehood of their calum-
nies laid and published against our said cousin, his faithful and
constant abiding in the truc religion of Christ professed within this
our realm, his dutiful obedience to us, our authority and laws, his care
and diligence in the preservation of our person, with all other
virtues required in a true counsellor and obedient subject. That
none of yon, our faithful subjects, be moved or animated against
our said cousin, by the false bruits given out by such seditious
persons, enemies to our said cousin, or others our faithful coun-
sellors, ... and we charge you straitly and command that, forth-
with, these our letters secen, ye pass to the Market Cross of all
boroughs, and to all Parish Kirks within our realm, and there
by open proclamation, make publication and intimation hereof,
that none pretend ignorance of the same.” *

! M‘Crie, Sketches of Scottish Church History, p. 103, ed. 1841.
* Calderwood’s History, vol. iii., p. 783.
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The Royal Proclamation, however, failed to allay the
deep-seated suspicions that had been aroused as to the
Jesuitical designs of Lennox, but for a while it was found
difficult to discover a remedy for the existing state of affairs.
At length a successful plan was devised, which effectually
checked the schemes of the Pope, Jesuits, and Duke of
Guise. On the 28th of August, 1582, several of the Pro-
testant noblemen came to the King at Perth, and invited
him to pay a visit to Ruthven Castle, where, for a time,
he was detained, no doubt against his will. This plan was
afterwards known as the Raid of Ruthven. The next day
a supplication was addressed to him by the Protestant noble-
men and gentlemen, in which the reasons were given for
their action, and a statement of grievances was exhibited.
As this document contains a remarkable record of the per-
secutions initiated by Lennox against the Church of Scotland,
and of his Jesuitical plot to bring back the power of the Pope,
it may be well to reproduce it here. It is as follows:—

“It may seem strange unto your Highness that we, your Majesty’s
most humble and obedient subjects, are here convened beyond your
Highness’s expectation, But after your Grace hath heard the
urgent occasions that have pressed us thereunto, your Majesty
will not marvel at this our honest, lawful, necessary, and most
godly enterprise. 8ir, for the dutiful reverence and obedience we
owe to your Highness, and for that we ever abhorred to attempt
anything [that] might seem unpleasant to your Excellency, we
have suffered now about the space of two years such false accusa-
tions, calumnies, oppressions and persecutions, by means of the
Duke of Lennox, and him who is called Earl of Arran, that the like
of their insolences and enormities were never heretofore borne with
in Scotland. Which wrongs, albeit they were most intolerable, yet for
that they only touched us in particular, we bore them patiently,
ever attending when your Highness should put remedy thereto.

“But now, seeing the persons aforesaid have entered plainly to
trouble the whole body of this Commonwealth, as well Ministers
of the blessed Evangel, as the true professors thereof; but in special,
that number of noblemen, Barons, burgesses, and community, that
did most worthily in your Highness' service during your youth;
whom principally and only they molest, and against whom only
they use most rigour and extremity of laws, acts, practices, for
greater vindication, so that a part of these your best subjects is
exiled, another part tormented, put to questions, and with partiality
executed; and if any escape their barbarous fury, yet have neo
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access to your Majesty, but are falsely calumniated, minassed,
debarred your Yresence, and kept out of your favour. Papists, and
the most notable murderers of your father and Regents, are daily
called home, restored to their former honours and heritages, and
oftentimes highly rewarded with offices, places, and possessions of
your most faithful servants. Finally, Sir, your Estate Royal is
not governcd by the counsel of your nobility, as your most worthy
progenitors used to do, but at the pleasure of the persons afore-
said, who enterprised nothing, but as they received directions
from the Bishops of Glasgow and Ross, your deuounced rebels;
having with them joined in their ordinary Councils, the Pope's
Nuncio, the Ambassadors of Spain, and such other of the Catholic
Papists in France, as ever laboured to subvert the true religion,
to spoil you of your Crown. With these persons, and with your
mother, without advice of your Estates, they travelled to cause
your Majesty [to] negotiate and traffic, persuading your Highness
to be reconciled with her, and to associate her conjunctly with
you in your authority. Thirdly, meaning nothing but to convict
them of usurpation, conspiracy, and treason, that served your
Highness most faithfully in your youth. And so, having these
your best subjects out of the way, who, with the defence of your
innocency, maintained the purity of religion, as two actions united
and inseparable, what else could have ensued and followed, but
the wreck both of the one and the other?

“For conclusion, by their practices, the whole country (for which,
Sir, you must give account to our Eternal God, because we must
be answerable to your Excellency) is so perturbed, altered and
put out of frame, that the true religion, the commonweal, your
Crown, Estate, and person, is no less in danger than when you
were dclivered forth out of the hands of the murderer of your
father. Sir, beholding these dangers to be imminent and at hand,
without speedy help, and seeing your most noble person is in
such hazard, the preservation whereof is more precious to us than
our own lives; seeing also no appearance that your Majesty was
forewarned thereof, but like to perish before you could perceive
peril, we thought we could not be answerable to God, neither be
faithful subjects to your Highness, if, after our ability, we prevented
not these pitiful disasters, and preserved your Majesty from the
same. For this effect, with all dutiful humility and obedience.
we, your Majesty's true subjects, are here convened; desiring your
Majesty, in the name of the Eternal God, and for the love you
bear to His true religion, your country and subjects, that as you
would the tranquillity of your own estate, to retire yourself to
soch a part of your country, where your Majesty’s person may be
most surely preserved, and your nobility; where, under peril of
our lands, lives, and heritages, your Majesty shall see the disloyalty,
falsehoods, and treasons, of the persons aforesaid, with their ac-
complices, evidently proven and declared in theirfaces ;to the glory of
God, advancement of His true religion, your Majesty’s preservation,
honour and deliverance, pacifying of your disturbed commonwealand
country, and to their perpetual ignominy, infamy and shame.” !

1 Calderwood's History, vol iii., pp. 637—40.
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The truthfulness of this Supplication cannot he denied.
It was followed shortly after by the publication at Stirling
of a pamphlet, entitled, “A Declaration of the Just and
Necessary Causes Moving us of the Nobility, and others the
King’s faithful subjects, to repair to His Highness’s presence,
and to remain with Him, for Resisting the Present Dangers
appearing to God’s true Religion and Professors Thereof,
and to His Highness’s own Person, Estate, and Crown and
his faithful Subjects that have constantly continued in His
Obedience; and to Seek Redress and Reformation of the
abuse and confusion of the Commonwealth, removing from
His Majesty the chief Authors Thereof, while the Truth of
the same may be made manifest to His Highness’s Estates,
that with common consent Redress and Remedy may be
Provided.” ' This document contains a startling and lengthy
list of grievances, and of evils inflicted on loyal and Pro-
testant Scotsmen during the time the Duke of Lennox had
been in power. Justice had been trampled under foot, the
King's morals had been corrupted by harlots introduced to
* him by his evil counsellors. The document exposed to the
light of day the machinations of the Papal party, so far
as they were then known, affirming, amongst other points,
that “ Daily intelligence was between their men that governed
the King’s person and the Papists, both in France and
England; and some of the English fugitives, being Papists,
harboured and entertained very mnear the King’s Majesty’s
person for the time. The special names of such of the
nobility, officers, and of the King’s true servants that were
destined for the massacre, were in all men’s mouths, and
nothing remained but the execution, since the authors of
the like in France [the reference is to the St. Bartholomew
Massacre] had obtained place and credit in Scotland.”

In the face of opposition like this the Duke of Lennox
lacked the courage necessary in a successful leader. “In

! The document is printed in Calderwood’s Hisfory of tie Kirk of Scotland,
vol, iii., pp. 651—665.
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cunning and adroitness,” as Mr. Froude remarks, “le was
without a rival. He could take life when there was no
risk to his own, but in the nervous courage which could
face death without flinching he was entirely deficient. He
was terrified and longed to fly.””' Had Lennox been equal
to the occasion, says Froude, *“ he would have thrown him-
self at once at the head of all the force which he could raise,
and have flown to the King’s rescue. The Kers and the
Maxwell’s had been preparing the Border marauders for the
expected invasion of England; many hundreds of them had
but to spring into their saddles to be ready for the field;
and everywhere, even in the Lothians, there were loose
gentlemen and their retainers who had no love for the
discipline of the Kirk, and had no wish to see the days of
Morton come back again. But the confederate Lords were
less united than they seemed; and the secrecy with which
Lennox had worked told against him in the suddenness of
the emergency. He was himself feeble and frightened; his
friends had no immediate purpose or rallying-point.”

But though Lennox needed the courage required to
rescue the young King from the Protestant Lords by force
of arms, his cunning and powers of lying never failed him.
He met their “Declaration” by a denial of the charges
brought against him, and by false professions of his un-
dying love for Protestantism and the Kirk of Scotland.

“I protest before God,” he declared, “it never entered my mind
to subvert the religion, as it is falsely alleged against me: but
sinee God has given me that grace to embrace it, I have professed
it, and maintain the same with my heart, as, with the help of
God, for all the troubles that ever I received of the Ministers, by
the persuasion, calumnies, and false information of my evil willers
and enemies, I shall not desist to maintain and profess the said
religion; being assured it is the only true religion. And although
the said Ministers have opposed themselves in some part against
me, by reason and their vocation, yet I must grant that the said
religion is not the worse, but remains good, true, and holy.” *

! Froude’s History of Enjland, vol. xi., p. 2i0.
? Calderwood’s History, vol. iii., p. 666.
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Such a statement, had it come from an honest man,
would have carried weight with it; but coming as it did
from one whose evil deeds contradicted his assertions, it
was received with incredulity, and in no way lessened the
opposition against him. To Mary Queen of Scots, however,
he wrote, assuring her that he was but * dissembling,” and
that he was waiting in Dumbarton Castle until he got
possession again of the King, or, failing this, until foreign
troops arrived. '

The Raid of Ruthven destroyed the power of the Duke of
Lennox; but he remained in Scotland for some months after
in the hope that something favourable to his interests might
take place. According to a ‘ Report upon the State of
Scotland,” written in 1594 by the Jesuits, and sent to Pope
Clement VIIi., Lennox, in his difficulty, and

“Having none to advise him, sent for the Catholics, who (being
acquainted with the state of affairs) told him that nothing more
now remained to be done than that all of them should take up
arms; and they promised that within a few days they could muster
a considerable body of troops. The King, in the meantime, sent
his letters to Lennox, by which he ordered him to keep quiet,
for his Majesty did not venture to oppose the wishes of his eaptors
in any way, dreading that it would fare the worse with himself
were he to do so. These orders threw ILennox into renewed
agitation. The Catholics, the most of whom by this time had
assembled, declared that the King's letters were of no value from
the fact of his being in the hands of his enemies. Once more
new letters were despatched, to the effect that the King was at
this time in great peril of his life from the party into whose hands
he had fallen, and that he might possibly be sacrificed if Lennox
persevered in higs designs. Even this appeal did not move the
Catholies. The following story was told to Lennox as having
happened a few years previously. When King James V., the father
of Queen Mary, who died in England, was still a boy, he wax
detained against his will in Stirling Castle by the Earl of Angus
and several others of the Scottish nobility. The Duke of Albany,
who was the King’s uncle, laid siege to the castle. The nobles
who held it threatened that they would expose the King to the
fire of the cannon of the besiegers. The Duke told them to do so,
for he was determined that he would have the King, alive or dead.
But Lennox could not be induced by this history, nor by any
other arguments, to make the attempt. Henee it was that a few
days afterwards there came other letters from the King, ordering

V' Calendar of Spanish Stat: Papers, vol. iii., p. 418.



P

LENNOX'S INTERVIEW WITH ELIZABETH 57

him to leave the realm under pain of treason. He yielded to the
advice of many Catholics, and returned into France, not without
disgrace to himself, and no less danger to the Catholic religion.”?

The Raid of Ruthven was, for the time being, at least,
successful in its main object, the removal of Lennox from
the person of the King. Nothing less than the banish-
ment of Lennox could have preserved the Protestant faith in
that country. Lennox left Scotland, never to return, on
December 20th, 1582. The first result of his departure was
the postponement, to a more convenient season, of the
great enterprise hatched by the Pope and the Jesuits. On
his way to France, Lennox passed through England, where
he had an interview with Queen Elizabeth, to whom he
swore that he was a true Protestant, and had never spoken
to a Jesuit! So cleverly did he play his part, that even
a modern historian, Mr. Tytler, declares that ‘““we have
every reason to believe his assertions to be sincere.” *
Unfortunately, his acts contradicted his professions, and acts
speak louder than words. Before leaving England, Lennox
sent his confidential secretary to Mendoza, the Spanish
ambassador, who thus reported the substance of the inter-
view which took place, to Philip II.:—

*“The Secretary,” wrote Mendoza, ‘ brought me a letter of credence
in his maater's own handwriting, with two lines of the cipher we had
vsed, a8 a countersign, referring me to the bearer. He told me
that Lennox had been obliged to leave Scotland, in the first
place to comply with the promise which had been given by
the King to this Queen [Elizabeth], at the instance of the
conspirators, to the eflect that the Duke should leave the country.
In the second place, he did so for the King's safety, in con-
sequence of the failure of a certain plot which he, Lennox,
had arranged to rescue the King from the hands of the con-
spirators, on his coming to the Castle of Blackness. This had
been divulged by the King’s houndsman a day before it was to
be executed, and, although the number of the Duke of Lennox’s party
was superior, it was unadvisable to take the King by force of

arms, as the coaspirators had the strength of the Queen of England
behind them .. ..

\ The History of Mary Stewari. Fdited by the Rev. Joseph Steveussu, S.J..
pp. 137, 138,
* Tyder's Hiséory of Scotlaad, vol. iv,, p. 28.
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“I asked the Duke’s secretary whether his master would projfess
Protestantism in France? and he answered that he had been specially
instructed to tell me that he would, in order that I might signify the
same to His Holiness, your Majesty, and the Queen of Scotland;
assuring them that he acted thus in dissimulation, in order {o be able to
return to Scotland, as otherwise the King would not recall him,
and the Queen of England would prevent his return, by means
of the Ministers, on the ground that he was a Catholic, as in his heart
he was. He said that he would make this known also to the King
of France. He assured me that the only way by which the King
could be brought to submit to the Catholic religion would be by force
of arms and foreign troops, drawing him on to this with the bait
of their aid being necessary for him to succeed to the Throne of
England, to his own aggrandisement.” !

Lennox left London for Paris a few days after this
interview, with the full intention of carrying on the Jesuit
Plot more effectually than he could have done had he re-
mained in Scotland. From France he wrote to Mary Queen of
Scots, that he intended to return to Scotland with a foreign
army, where they would be received into Dumbarton
Castle, by an arrangement which he had made with the
Captain in charge of the Castle. Having arrived there, he
quite expected to overcome all opposition in a fortnight.?
But, while man proposes, God disposes, and the thing which
Lennox proposed was not to be. Soon after his arrival in
France he fell ill, and within a short time he died. It
is asserted by Camden, Spottiswoode, and Tytler, that he
died professing himself a Protestant, but these writers do
not produce any evidence in support of their assertions.
Could they but have been acquainted with the documents
relating to Lennox which came to light and were published
for the first time in the latter half of the nineteenth century,
they would not, I venture to think, have made such a
statement in such decisive terms. Spottiswoode says that
the cause of his death was a fever, which he contracted
on his arrival at Paris, ¢ whereof after a few days he died;”
and he adds that “Some hours before his expiring there

V Spanisk State Papers, vol. iii., pp. 438, 439.
2 14id., p. 447
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came to him a priest or two to do their accustomed service;
whom he could not admit, professing to die in the faith of
the Church of Scotland, and to keep the oath he had given
to the King inviolate.”' I think that a man can scarcely
be held responsible for all that he says while suffering from
fever. The excitement which it produces in the mind fre-
quently leads men to talk in a manner which their calmer
judgment would not approve. Lennox must, at any rate, be
judged by his whole life rather than by his death-bed, for
even if he died really believing in Protestantism, his last
protestation sent by his secretary to Mendoza, only a few
months before, expressed the genuine feelings of his heart
at that time, and for the whole of his previous life. His
one ambition from the time of his arrival in Scotland down
to within a few days before his death, was to extirpate
Protestantism in the country, by means of the sword and
double-dealing, and to rebuild the Church of Rome once
more on the ruins. For my part I do not believe that
Lennox died a Protestant. No doubt he kept up his disguise
to the last possible moment; but when he found himself
face to face with death he threw off the disguise which
could no longer serve him. The latest Roman Catholic
historian of the Papal Church in Scotland is fully justified
in stating that:—

“There can be no doubt that Lennox was throughout Catholic at
heart; he received the last sacraments [i.e. of the Church of Rome}
with apparent devotion; promised, if he recovered, to make open
profession of his faith; and died in excellent dispositions, attended
by and in the presence of the good Archbishop of Glasgow.”*

Here we may well pause to ask, ‘“Does History repeat
itself?” Can we, in this twentieth century, say with justice:
“That which hath been is now; and that which is to
be hath already been’ (Eccles. iii., 15)? When we look

! Spottiswoode’s History of the Church of Scotland vol. ii., p. 208,
2 Belleshiem’s Mistory of the Catholic Church of Scotland, vol. iii., p. 279,
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around on what is going on in the English political world,
and see leading statesmen, of both political parties, striving
one with the other as to who shall give the greatest amount
of honour, promotion, and political power to the Church of
Rome in the United Kingdom, is it unreasonable that doubts
should arise in our hearts? With the stern facts before
us, which this narrative reveals, can we be blamed if we
sometimes ask one another occasionally the startling question
—Is secret treachery, duplicity, and perjury, such as that
of Lennox, altogether unknown among our own statesmen?
We are not to be cried down as alarmists, or as suffering
from ‘Jesuitism on the brain,” because these questions arise
in our minds. The history of Esmeé Stuart, Duke of Lennox,
has its lessons for the subjects of Edward VII., as much as
it had for the men of the sixteenth century. If the Jesuits
tacitly sanctioned and encouraged Lennox’s infamous conduct
then, who can affirm that they are not adopting a similar
policy now, for their own selfish and disloyal ends? We
certainly need to be watchful, and ever on the guard, not
only against the open and avowed enemies of our Protestant
constitution, but also against traitorous foes secretly working
under false colours.



CHAPTER III

AN ASSASSINATION PLOT—A JESUIT PRIEST LORD
CHANCELLOR OF SCOTLAND

Soon after the death of Campian, his companion, Robert
Parsons, fled from England, never to return. It was no
longer safe to remain in his native land, and Parsons was
not made of the material out of which martyrs are formed.
He was quite willing to urge others on in a course which
he knew would imperil their lives. but he shrank back
from the post of danger for himself. Short of this, how-
ever, he had unbounded zeal in the prosecution of the
designs which he had formed within his fertile brain. From
the moment of his arrival on the Continent until the day
of his death his chief energies were thrown into the work
of a traitor to his country. Of Parsons, Father Joseph
Berington writes: —*To the intriguing spirit of this man
(whose whole life was a series of machinations against the
sovereignty of his country, the succession of its Crown, and
the interests of the secular clergy of his own faith) were
1 to aseribe more than half the odium, under which the
English Catholics laboured through the heavy lapse of two
centuries, I should only say what has often been said, and
what as often has been said with truth.” ' This testimony
is confirmed by that of a secular priest who lived in Parsons’
own day. ‘Father Parsons,” writes Father John Mush,
“was the principle author, the incentor, and the mover of
all our garboils at home and abroad. During the short
space of nearly two years that he spent in England, so

1 Memoirs of Panzani, p. 26.
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much did he irritate by his actions the mind of the Queen
and her Ministers that, on that occasion, the first severe
laws were enacted against the Ministers of our religion, and those
who should harbour them. He, like a dastardly soldier, con-
sulting his own safety, fled . ... Robert Parsons, stationed
at his ease, intrepidly, meanwhile, conducts his operations;
and we, whom the press of battle threatens, innocent of any
crime and ignorant of his dangerous machinations, undergo the
punishment which his imprudence and audacity alone merits.” '

One of the first schemes into which Parsons threw him-
self on his arrival on the Continent was that of the Pope,
the Jesuits, and the Lord Aubigny, (afterwards Duke of
Lennox) for the destruction of Protestantism in Scotland by
deception of the most scandalous and disgraceful character,
and by force of arms, a full description of which has been
given in the previous chapter. When that infamous Jesuit
Plot failed, through the expulsion and subsequent death of
Lennox, the Duke of Guise, who throughout his career had
been the willing tool of the Jesuits, threw himself heartily
into another plot, having the same ends, but likely to be
much swifter in its operations. This was nothing less than
a villainous scheme to assassinate Queen Elizabeth—the first
undertaken under Jesuit auspices. It is remarkable that
while other plots to assassinate Elizabeth were well known
to historians, this particular plot was quite unknown until
1882, when it was first of all made public by the late
Father Knox, of the Brompton Oratory, in his Letters and
Memorials of Cardinal Allen, which form the second volume
of his Records of English Catholics. Father Knox is evidently
of the opinion, held by Father Tierney before him, that at
the time the Jesuit Parsons knew all about this murderous
plot, while Tierney is of the opinion that he approved of
it. Father Tierney publishes a translation of a portion of
a letter, the whole of which, in the original, is printed by

v Memotrs of Ponzani, p. 28.
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Father Knox, as written by Parsons, in 1597, who, according
to these modern learned authorities, mistook the date of the
event he recorded, giving the year 1585, instead of 1583.

“The Queen [Mary Queen of Scots] wrote to the Duke of
Guise,” says Parsons, “in 1585, directing him to keep a watchful
eye on the proceedings of the Jesuits, as connected with any plan
of Spanish interposition; and taking an opportunity, at the same
time, to reprehend the Duke and the Archbishop of Glasgow for
having omitted to supply a certain sum of money, on the petition
of Morgan and Paget, to a certain young gentieman in England,
who, in consideration of the reward, had promised them, so they
persuaded her Majesty, to murder the Queen of England. The fact
was, that the Duke and the Archbigshop understood that the party
in question (his name is here omitted, because ‘he is still living)
was a worthless fellow and would do nothing, as it eventually
turned out; and, on this account, refused to provide the money.
Yet for this it was that Paget and Morgan induced the Queen to
reprehend them.”

Father Tierney's comment on this extract from the letter
of Parsons is:—* Can this passage admit of any other inter-
pretation, than that the writer himself, and, if we may
believe his statement, all the parties here mentioned, approved
of the design to murder Elizabeth; that Mary was actively
engaged in the scheme; and that the Duke and the Arch-
bishop refused to supply the reward, only because they were
not assured that the deed would be performed?”' The
particulars of this assassination plot cannot be better related
than in the words of the Papal Nuncio at Paris, who on
May 2, 1583, wrote as follows to the Papal Secretary of
State at Rome :—

“The Duke of Guise and the Duke of Mayenne have told me
that they have a plan for killing the Queen of England by the
hand of a Catholic, though not one outwardly, who is near her
person and ir ill-affected towards her for having put to death some
of his Catholic relations. This man, it seems, sent word of this
to the Queen of Scotland, but she refused to attend to it. He was,
however, sent hither, and they have agreed to give him, if he
escapes, or else his sons, 100,000 francs, as to which he is satisfied
to have the security of the Duke of Guise for 50,000, and to see
the rest deposited with the Archbishop of Glasgow in a box, of

U Tiervey’s Dodd’s Church History, vol. iii., pp. lxvi., note.
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which he will keep a key, so that he or his sons may receive the
money, should the plan succeed, and the Duke thinks it may.
The Duke asks for no assistance from our Lord {the Pope] for
this affair: but when the time comes he will go to a place of
his near the sea to await the event, and then cross over on a
sudden into England. As to putting to death that wicked woman,
I said to him that I will not write about it to our Lord the Pope
(nor do I '), nor tell your most illustrious Lordship to informn him
of it; becanse thouglh I believe our Lord the Pope would be glad
that God should punish in any way whatever that enemy of His,
still it would be unfitting that His Viear should procure it by
these means. The Duke was satisfied; but later on he added that
for the enterprise of England, which in this case would be much
more easy, it will be necessary to have here in readiness money
to enlist some troops to follow him, as he intends to enter Iingland
immediately, in order that the Catholics may have a head. He
asks for no asgistance for his passage across; but as the Duke of
Mayenne must remain on the Continent to collect some soldiers
to follow him (it being probable that the heretics who hold the
treasure, the fleet, and the ports, will not be wanting to themselves,
so that it will be necessary to resist them), he wishes that for this
purpose 100,000 or at least 80,000 crowns should be ready here.
I let him know the agreement which there is between our Lord
the Pope and the Catholic King with regard to the contribution,
and I told him that oun our Lord the Pope’s part he may count
on every possible assistance, when the Catholic King does his
part. The Agent of Spain believes that his King will willingly
give this aid, and therefore it will be well,in conformity with the
promises so often made, to consider how to provide this sum,
which will amount to 20,000 crowns from our Lord the Pope, if
the Catholic King gives 60,000. God grant that with this small
sum that great kingdom may be gained.” *

It is clear from this letter that the Nuncio did not expect
any opposition to the assassination scheme from the Pope.
On the contrary, he was assured that *“the Pope would be
glad that God should punish in any way twhaterer that
enemy of His.” And when Como, the Cardinal Secretary
of the State, told the Pope the contents of the Nuncio’s
letter, Gregory XIII. expressed no disapproval whatever.
Had he objected to the proposed murder, he would have
ordered the Cardinal Como to write to the Nuncio at Paris
sternly forbidding the crime, and censuring severely the

! But, surely, writing to the Pope’s Secretary of State was practically the
same thing? It would be certain to come to the Pope's knowlelge, as in fact

it did,
? Records of Enmglish Catholies, vol. ii., pp. xlvi., xlvii.
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villains who planned it. But the Pope who went in proces-
sion to St. Peter’s to thank God for the bloodthirsty massacre
of the French Huguenots in Paris, in 1572, was not likely
to view with disapproval the assassination of a Protestant
Queen. So the Cardinal Secretary of State replied, on May 23,
to the Nuncio, in the following terms:—

“1 have reported to our lLord the Pope what your lordship has
written to me in cipher about the affairs of England, and since
his Holiness cannot but think it good that this kingdom should be
in some way or other relieved from oppression and restored to God
and our holy religion, his Holiness says that in the event of the
matter being effected,' there is no doubt that the 80,000 crowns will
be, as your lordship says, very well employed. His Holiness will
therefore make no difficulty in paying his fourth, when the time
comes, if the Agents of the Catholie King do the same with their
three fourths; and as to this point the Prineces of Guise should
make a good and firm agreement with the Catholic Agent on
the spot.” *

The Duke of Guise intended that the money contributed
between them, by the Pope and the King of Spain, should
be partly spent in paying the murderer of Elizabeth. Tassis
wrote to the King of Spain on the subject of the Guise
plot, on May 4, two days after the Nuncio had written to
the Cardinal of Como:—

“It appears to me,” wrote Tassis, “that Hereules [Duke of Guise],
seeing matters in Scotland altered, and with but small probability
of promptly assuming a position favourable for the plansthat had
becn formed, has now turned his eyes towards the English Catholics,
to see whether the affair might not be commenced there. He has
already carried the matter so far that he expects to have it put
into execution very shortly, and intends to be present in person,
4s he i3 entering tnto the business with the assurance of the support
of his Holiness and your Majesty, and in any case it is necessary,
if the matter is to be attempted, that it should proceed on solid
bases, and with a probability of success, he requests that his
Holiness and your Majesty should provide 100,000 crowns, to be
available here instantly when it may be required, as when the

1 The “matter” referred to was of course the actual assassination of Elizabeth.,
In case that foul deed were accomplished, then the Pope thought that 80,000
crowns would bLe “very well employed” in completing the plot, by suppressing
Protestantism in Eugland by the swords of foreign Roman Catholics.

= Records of Enylish Catholics, vol. ii., p. xlvii.
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hour arrives it will be too late to obtain it, and the whole design
will risk failure, and especially because he, however good an
opportunity might present itself, would not undertake to effect
anything without being certain of the wherewithal to make a
commencement. He has told the Nuncio this, and sent the same
message to me by the Scots Ambassador, with a request that [
will convey it to your Majesty, and humbly beg for your support.
I understand that he has the matter in such train as may insure
his success, and in such case it would be very mecessary that he
should have at hand the funds for immediate wants, and particularly
for one object which I dare not venture to mention here, but which if
it be effected will make a noise in the world, and if not, may be
safely mentioned another time. I beg your Majesty to instruct me
on the point, as Hercules [Duke of Guise] is very confident that
your Majesty will not fail him, and this doubtless is the principal
reason which impels him to take the matter up. The Nuncio is
writing to the same effect to his Holiness.” !

There can be no question that by the ‘““one object”
mentioned in this letter, the assassination of Elizabeth was
intended, for Tassis, writing again to his Master, on June 24,
expressly states:—* The plan which Hercules had in hand,
as I reported to your Majesty on the 4th May, was an act
of violence against that lady.”*® Not a doubt as to the
morality of the vile act which they planned seems to have
entered into the heads of anyone of the conspirators, who
evidently thought murder of this kind, when committed in
the interests of the Church of Rome, a worthy and pious
deed! Philip II. wrote on the margin of the last cited
quotation from his agent:—*“I think we understood that
here. 1t would not have been bad if it had been done by
them, although certain things had to be provided against.””*

The plan of assassination fortunately failed, owing appar-
ently to the lack of courage on the part of the young
Roman Catholic gentleman who offered to perform the deed.
The failure need not astonish us, but what does merit our
astonishment, and even our warmest indignation, is an attempt
to whitewash this wicked assassination plot put forward in
the nineteenth century by Father Knox, who was the first

1 Calendar of Spanish State Papers, vol. iii., p. 464.
3 fbid., p. 479. 3 Ibid., note
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to publish its details. ¢ The Dukes of Guise and Mayenne,”
he states, ‘“‘agreed to secure the payment of a large sum
of money to a person who engaged in return to kill Queen
Elizabeth. The Archbishop of Glasgow, the Nuncio to the
French Court, himself a Bishop, the Cardinal of Comio, the
Spanish Agent J. B. Tassis, Philip II. of Spain and perhaps
the Pope himself, when they were made aware of the pro-
ject, did not express the slightest disapprobation of it, but
spoke only of the manifest advantage it would be to religion,

if in some way or other the wicked woman were removed
by death.”

“They had,” continues Father Knox, “no personal animosity
against their intended victim. How came it then that they saw
no sin in a project which, if it were a sin, involved the most
grievous sin of murder? How is it that they were so clear in
conscience about it that their words indicate no doubtfulness, and
that there is no sign whatever of any atiempt to palliate or excuse
to themselves or others an act which might be desirable for many
reasons, but was hardly lawful? Surely the question is a grave one,
and needs an answer of some kind. I will now venture to suggest
one, which, whether it be the correct account of their motives or
not, will at least show how these persons, without doing violence
to their reason, or forcing their conscience, may have justified to
themselves the proposed act.

“Let me begin by putting a poseible case. In a country where
the executive is powerless and might prevails over right, the chief
of a band of robbers has seized an unoffending traveller and keeps
him a close prisoner until he pays for his ransom a sum which
it is quite beyond his power to obtain. Now who can deny that
under these circumstances the prisoner might lawfully kill the
robber, if by so doing he could effect his escape? And if he
might do it himself, anyone, much more a friend and kinsman,
might do it for him, or he might hire another to do it in his stead.
The violent death of the robber could not in this case be justly
regarded as a murder: it would simply be the result of an act of
self-defence on the part of the innocent man whom he was holding
captive. This case seems to contain the solution of the present difficulty. ..

“Thus the parallel is complete between the bandit chief and
Queen Elizabeth. Both detain with cqual injustice the prisoner
[Mary Queen of Scots in Elizabeth’s case] who has fallen into their
hands. Both have the power and the will to murder their prisoner,
if circumstances make it advisable. Both prisoners are unable to
persuade their captors to release them. If then it be no sin in
the captive, either by his own hand or the hand of others, to kill
the bandit chief and so escape, why was it a sin to kill Elizab-th
and by doing so to save from a life-long prison and impending
death her helpless victim, the Queen of Scots? If the one act is
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a laudable measure of self-defence, why is the other branded with the
names of murder and assassination? In a word, if there is no real
disparity between the cases, why should we not use the same weights
and measures in judging of them both? Such may have been
the reasoning of the Duke of Guise and his approvers, and on
such grounds they may have maintained, not without plausibil-
ity, the lawfulness of an act which under other circumstances
than those which have been described would merit the deepest
reprobation.” !

It is evident to those who read his comments that Father
Knox thought there was more than * plausibility” in the
arguments he thus puts into the mouths of the would-be
murderers of Queen Elizabeth. Certainly he says not one
word against their validity. But apparently he was blind
to the fact that these arguments would justify many other
assassinations besides the one in question. Every man in
a British jail to-day who thinks himself made unjustly a
prisoner for life, would find them equally valid to justify
him in murdering his keeper, if by so doing he could
escape from an unjust imprisonment. And if, as is here
argued, there is no sin in hiring a man to do the murder
for you, by paying him a sum of money, does it not follow
that there is mo sin on the part of the man who does the
evil deed from a mere mercenary motive?

The assassination plot having failed, it was necessary for
the conspirators to re-organise their plans. Their great
object was the crushing to death of Protestantism in England
and Scotland by the sword. On June 11th the Papal
Nuncio at Paris reported to the Papal Secretary of State
that conferences on the subject were held in his house at
Paris, at which, amongst others, the Duke of Guise, the
Scots Ambassador, and Father Claude Mathieu, the Provincial
of the French Jesuits, were present. They drew up a
revised Plan of Campaign, which was afterwards amended by
Father Parsons, who was staying at the time near the
Nuncio’s residence at St. Cloud. On June 20th the Nuncio

1 Records of Emglisk Catholics, vol. ii,, pp. xlix—i.
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sent a copy of the completed plan to Rome. Dr. Allen
(afterwards Cardinal) also wrote to the Papal Secretary of
State, urging him to ‘admonish the Holy Father that now
was the time for acting, that there had never before been
a like opportunity, nor would such a chance ever recur.”
Not content with this, the conspirators, after a fresh con-
ference together, decided to send Parsons to Rome on a
mission to the Pope, for the purpose of seeking his approval
and active assistance. Parsons took with him a paper of
instructions, which ordered him to tell the Pope, with the
utmost minuteness all that had been prepared by the traitors
residing in England for the good success and happy result
of the proposed enterprise. The conspirators at Paris, after
considering advices from the discontented Lords of the King-
dom, and also a letter from Mary Queen of Scots, informing
them that *things are very well prepared especially towards
the border of Scotland, where the expedition from Spain
would land,” had at length resolved that it would suffice if
the King of Spain sent a force of 4000 good soldiers. It
was, however, necessary that the expedition should bring
with it money to pay 10,000 soldiers, as well as arms to
supply 5000 more soldiers. It was essential that their
should be no delay, lest secrecy could no longer be main-
tained, for premature publicity would destroy success. The
Pope was, therefore, to be urged that he “would deign to
augment a little his liberality and give at once a sum of
money proportionate to the greatness of the enterprise, and
leave the whole affair to the Catholic King and the Duke
of Guise, in order that the enterprise be carried out as
soon as may be, and, if possible, this year.” Parsons wus
further instructed to tell the Pope that the conspirators
were sure of having seaports in England where they could
land in perfect safety, and that it was decided that the
expedition should land at the Pile of Fouldrey, near Dalton-
in-Furness. The Roman Catholics were numerous in that
part of the country, and could raise at least 20,000 horse-



70 THE JESUITS IN GREAT BRITAIN

men to help the invaders. The King of Spain would be
asked to permit all the English Romanists who were in his
service, in Flanders, to join the expeditionary force, which
would be under the command of the Duke of Guise.

*“His Holiness,” the instructions further stated, “should also be
intreated in the name of the Duke of Guise and all the Catholics
to expedile a Bull declaring that the enterprise is undertaken by
his Holiness, with the reasons which have moved him thereunto,
affirming also that he has charged the Catholic King and the
Duke of Guise to undertake the enterprise, at the game time giving
Indulgences to all who take part in this holy work, and renewing
the Bull issued by Pius V. against the Queen of England, and
against all who shall aid or favour her, or oppose in any way
this holy enterprise.” !

While Parsons was away at Rome, the Duke of Guise
sent Charles Paget, as his secret envoy, to the dissaffected
Roman Catholics of England, to tell them of the arrange-
ments which had been made for the enterprise, to find
out who they were who would join the invading army,
and what was the strength of the help which the English
Roman Catholics could throw into the movement. It had
been decided that the Spanish forces would land in the
North of England, but that Guise should invade it from
the south coast, and therefore Paget was to ascertain what
ports and barbours would be open to him, and it was sug-
gested by Guise that the most convenient spot for landing
would be at some fort about 50 leagues below Dover.
‘“ Assure them,” said Guise to Paget, “on the faith and
honour of Hercules (Guise), that the enterprise is being
undertaken with no other object or intention than to re-
establish the Catholic religion in England, and to place the
Queen of Scotland peacefully on the Throne of England,
which rightly belongs to her.” *

Paget came over, accordingly, to England, and held
secret interviews with those whom he knew to be favourable

Y Records of Enmglish Calholics, vol. ii, pp. lvii, lviii,
* Calendar of Spamisk State Papers, vel. iii,, p. 506.
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to the enterprise, amongst them being the Earl of Arundel,
and the Earl of Northumberland. Of course he had to go
about in disguise. After visiting the Sussex coast, he at
length fixed on Rye harbour as the best place for the
landing of the invading army, and then he returned to
France. So much time had been spent on negotiations in
France, Spain, Rome and England, that autumn came on
before any active preparations for the invasion had been made,
and then it was seen that it must be put off until after the
approaching winter.

Mary Queen of Scots was kept well acquainted with the
particulars of the plot in her favour, into which she entered
very heartily. It was probably about this time that she
wrote to the Pope, asking, for the second time, a dispensa-
tion from him to enable an unnamed number of persons,
and also twenty-five of her servants, to profess the Protestant
religion, and to be present at the religious services and
communions of the Protestant Church of England! This,
she explained, was necessary for the promotion of ‘her
secret counsels and negotiations.” She had made a similar
application before, in 1582, asking then for a dispensation
for fifty servants to deceitfully profess the Protestant faith.
She would never have made these applications had she not
entertained a belief that they would be granted by the Pope.
The letter containing the second application for these scandalous
and disreputable dispensations was first printed, in 1900,
in the second volume of the Scottish History from Contem-
porary Writers series, published by Mr. David Nutt. It
was as follows:—

“Since Her Most Screne Majesty, the Queen of Scotland, has
been for these many years a prisoner in the hands of the English
heretics, and on that account is unable to receive the Sacraments
of the Catholic Church, or to be present, except secretly and at
great risk, at divine service, and especially at the Sacrifice of the
Mass, she humbly supplicates of His Holiness that, so long as she
is kept in that restraint:

“That to a Catholic priest, her chaplain for the time being,
there may be granted the faculty, not only of exercising all the
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powers of a Bishop, except the Sacrament of Orders and Confirm-
ation, and the consecration of the Chrism, but also of absolving
from heresy and receiving penitent heretics into the bosom of
H{)ly Mother Church. Such opportunities frequently offer them-
selves.

“Secondly, since, in this sad condition of her affairs, the Queen
herself has need, in connection with her secret counsels and negotiations,
of the assistance of some Englishmen, who, unless they attend the
blasphemous prayers and communion of the heretics, would be ex-
cluded, by her gaolers, from the Queen’s presence, or would have
difficulty in aiding her counsels and plans, let His Holiness grant
to a priest, whom the Queen may choose as chaplain, the power
of absolving them from all censure and penalty in such circumstances,
and restoring, as often as there is need, to the grace of Holy
Mother Church, it being understood that, as far as possible, they
shall avoid this impious communion and profanation of holy things.

“Let His Holiness also permit that such persons, even before
absolution, may without scruple either to the Queen or to the
celebrating priest, or to all others who may be present, be present
and assist at the Mass which shall be celebrated in presence of
the Queen during her captivity.

“The Queen alsn begs that Catholic men, twenty-five in number,
nominated by her, in order that they may serve her more conveniently
and safely, may without scruple and without danger or fear of censures
and of sin, be present at such prayers and communions of the herelics,
it being understood that they shall not communicate with them or
give even verbal consent to their nefarious acts.” !

We are not told what reply the Pope sent to this request,
but I should not be surprised to learn that he had granted it.

But while these negotiations were proceeding, events had
taken place in Scotland of more than ordinary importance
and interest. Ou July 7, 1583, the young King of Scotland
escaped from the control of the Protestant noblemen who
had delivered him from the clutches of the Duke of Lennox,
by the Raid of Ruthven. It cannot be denied that James was
far from happy while under their influence, and that of the
godly Presbyterian Ministers who had access to his presence.
His morals had been corrupted by Lennox, and therefore
he rejoiced exceedingly when he was once more able to
surround himself with advisers more to his taste. The
Presbyterian Ministers, however, were seriously alarmed when
they heard of what had happened. A deputation of their

U Scottish History from Contemperary Writers, Mary Queen of Scots, pp.
300, 301.
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number waited on the King protesting strongly against the
new line of conduct which he had adopted, especially for
having rcleased from prison William Holt, a Jesuit priest.
But the youthful monarch, who had now on hand the
assured help of all the Roman Catholic noblemen of his
country, gave a deaf ear to their complaints, refusing to give up
his practices. “I am a Catholic King of Scotland,” he said to
them, * and may choose any I like best to be in company with
nie; and [ like them best that are with me at present.”' One
of the Ministers, John Davidson, told the King:—* Ye are
in greater danger now than when ye were rocked in the
cradle;” but James only laughed in the faces of the wise
men who had come to tell him the truth, and to act
the part of true friends. Yet, notwithstanding his scornful
behaviour to the Ministers, James was really at heart afraid
of them, for he well knew how great was their power in
the country. He dreaded, and not without reason, lest he
should again fall into their power. That should never take
place, if he could help it, and therefore in his extremity
he sought aid from the enemies of the Protestant religion
which he professed, and had sworn solemnly to maintain.
The Duke of Guise wrote offering him aid in his difficulty,
and this offer he hailed with unbounded joy. He acknow-
ledged the offer in a letter of gushing gratitude, dated
August 19, 1583: “The offers you make me,” he said, “are
so agreeable to me that I am very happy, and desirous of
accepting them when the state of my affairs will allow me
to do so. I esteem it the greatest treasure I have on earth
to find so near a relative, who is universally acknowledged
to be the first captain of our time, both for valour and
prudence, ready to take my part if need should arise.” He
thanked God that he had extracted himself from his diffi-
culties, and was now ‘“ready to avenge’ himself on those
who had caused him trouble—meaning no doubt the Pro-

\ Calderwood's History of the Kirk of Scotland, vol. iii., p. T17.
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testant Lords and Ministers who had tried to lead him in
the right way. Lastly, he boasted that he had set at liberty
William Holt, the Jesuit, to please the Duke of Guise, and
“to the great annoyance of the English Ambassador, and
many others.”'

When he wrote this letter, James, no doubt, felt secure,
but a few months later he wrote again, on February 19,
1584, to the Duke of Guise, in fear and trembling, seeking
for help.

“T now perceive,” he declared, “that the strength of ny enemies
and rebels is growing daily, with so many means and aims of
the Queen of England for the subversion of my State, and the
deprivation of my own life, or at least my honour and liberty,
which I prize more than my life, and that it will be impossible
for me to resist for long without the aid of God and my good
friends and allies. I therefore beg you, my dear cousin, to use
all your influence with the princes who are your friends, and even
with our Holy Father, to whom I am writing, with the object of
obtaining prompt and speedy help, otherwise I fear I shall scon
be forced either to be ruined or to throw myself into their arms
and accede to all their unhappy designs and appetites. If by
your means I can obtain some succour I hope, God helping, that,
with the support of a good number of adherents that I have, both
in Scotland and in England, I shall soon be out of these difficul-
ties, and I shall be more free to follow your advice in all things,
both in religion and State affairs, as I wish to do in all things
reasonable. 2

This was nothing better than the letter of an unprincipled
youth, who thought more of his own selfish comforts and
pleasures than of the welfare of his people, and the interests
of true religion. His promise to follow the advice of the
Duke ‘‘in religion” as well as in matters of State, was
simply disgraceful, coming from one who had only a few years
previously sworn to the Solemn League and Covenant, and
had never publicly repudiated his allegiance to the Kirk of
Scotland. On the same day that he wrote to the Duke,
James also wrote a letter to the Pope, asking for help to

V Calendar of Spanish Stale Papers, vol. iii., pp. 502, 503,
2 Ibid, p. 518.
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resist the Protestants, and rescue his mother, Mary Queen
of Scots, from her imprisonment in England. Certainly his
love for his mother was natural and right, and no one
conld blame him for doing all in his power to rescue her
from distress. But that Jove must have been miserably
weak, for it never led him to do more on her behalf than
to write a few letters here and there asking for help, and
when she died it was not long before he manifested an
eager anxiety to be at peace with his mother’s great enemy,
Queen Elizabeth. But the name of his mother was likely to
tell with the Pope, and therefore he did not fail to use it.
So, after telling the Pontiff about his own troubles, he
proceeded :—

“Under such a blow as this I can only look for aid and succour
to the prudence and the affection you bear towards our very dear
mother, although I myself have hitherto deserved nothing at your
hands, but I have always been told by those who have advised me to
the present course, that I might better hope for aid and succour
from your Holiness than from any other Prince. The extreme
peed in which I now am is such that, unless I have some help
from abroad. I shall find myself in danger of being forced to
second the designs of my greatest enemies and yours, because in
my childhood the traitors abused my youth and authority and
took possession of my domains and treasure, of the principal
strongholds of the country, and of every thing else which might
strengthen themselves, whilst I was thus deprived of the power of
defending myself, of delivering my mother, and of asserting her
and my right to the Throne of England. With regard to the
means by which all this may be remedied, I have had recourse
to wmy dear cousin the Duke of Guise, to whom I have written,
and by whose advice I have adopted this means of defending and
protecting the cause of my dear and honoured mother. I hope
to be able to satisfy your Holiness on all other points, especially
if I am aided in my great need by your Holiness. I pray vour
Holiness will please to keep very secret the communication I
thus open with you, and let no one know that I have written this,
as my interests would otherwise be retarded, and perhaps my
state utterly rnined, seeing the weakness of my resources and the
small means I have here at present to defend myself, if I were
assailed by my rebels and the Queen of England.”!

No wonder that James was anxious that the Pope should
keep his letter ‘‘very secret,” for if the Presbyterians of

Y Calendar of Spanisk Stale Papers, vol. iii., pp. 518, 519,
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Scotland had heard about it, he would very soon have lost
his Crown. But, happily for him, they did not know how
far wrong he had gone in seeking aid from foreign powers
to upset the laws and constitution of his country. The
Pope, notwithstanding the entreaty of James, after receiving
his letter, at once sent a copy to the King of Spain, through
Count De Olivares, Spanish Ambassador at the Vatican,
recommending the cause of the King of Scotland to his
favourable consideration, and promising his own help.
Shortly before the date of King James's letter to the
Pope, the former had sent Lord Seton to Paris as his
Ambassador to the French Court. This nobleman had for
several years professed the Protestant faith, and had even
perjured himself by swearing to the Solemn League and
Covenant. Yet all the while he was secretly a Roman
Catholic, and one of the most trusted friends of the Jesuit
priests, whom he succoured on all possible occasions during
their secret visits to Scotland. On this occasion, when he
arrived in Paris, feeling no doubt safe, he made a public
profession of the Roman Catholic religion. Rumours of
what had taken place, however, came to the ears of the
Preshyterian Ministers in Edinburgh, with the result that
when, early in 1585, Lord Seton returned to Scotland, he
was severely censured by James for his indiscreet conduct.
The circumstances of his return are thus referred to in a
letter from Mendoza to Philip II., dated Paris, February 7,
1585:—* Letters from Scotland, dated 6th ultimo, bring
news that all was quiet there, although Lord Seton had
been harshly received by the King publicly, in consequence
of his having openly professed Catholicism here [Paris],
whilst in private he (the King) had approved of his conduct
and had shortly afterwards gone to his house to visit him
as he was ill of dropsy.”' This little incident shows what
a master in the art of dissimulation the young King had

1 Calendar of Spanmisk State Papers, vol, iii, p. 531.
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become. Soon after his arrival in Paris Lord Seton held
many secret conferences with the Papal Nuncio, the Duke
of Guise, and the Spanish Agent at the French Court. But
Sir Edward Stafford, the English Ambassador at Paris at
the time, had his eye on him, and by means of secret agents
was able to discover a great deal of his secret proceedings,
which he was careful to send home for the information of
the English Government. On February 23, 1584, he reported
what had taken place at an audience which Seton had
obtained with the King of France. “The Lord Seton,” he
wrote, “ with the Bishop of Glasgow, who always hath the
upper hand, were brought in to the King by the Duke of
Guise and Duke Joyeuse; they both, especially the Duke of
Guise, countenancing him all the ways he could, and, present-
ing him to the King, told him that he wished with all his
heart that all the noblemen in Scotland were like him, for
he was a good Catholic, and greatly his servant.””' The
King told Seton that he would do his utmost to maintain
the ancient league between France and Scotland. * The
Lord Seton,” says Stafford, ‘‘answered with great thanks,
and at that time had no longer speech with him, but he desireth
again audience, some day this week. His whole address is
to the Duke of Guise from the King his master, from whose
elbow almost he never is, often at dinner and supper with
him. The Spanish Agent had conference about three hours
on Monday last, but that was openly under colour of the
Agent’s visiting him; but they had twice conference before
secretly. He hath had also secret conference with the Pope’s
Nuncio, who yet hath not visited him openly. I have some
intelligence of his secret commissions, but to be certain I
will stay the advertising your honour till the next despatch,
for 1 think in the meantime he shall have again audience
of the King. If he have, I shall be more certain of his
charge after he hath delivered to the King than now, for

U Burghley Stale Papers, vol. ii., p. 392.
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he hath no want of good counsel, and their matters
be kept very secret among them.” While Lord Seton was
at Paris, Mr. John Colville, a well-informed agent in Scot-
land of Queen Elizabeth, suggested to Lord Hunsdon, Governor
of Berwick-on-Tweed, that enquiries should be made:—
“What does the Lord Seton’s long abode there [in Paris]
signify, and his frequent conferences with the Bishops of
Glasgow and Ross, with the Spanish Ambassador, Pope’s
Nuncio, and Scottish Jesuits?'

While at Paris Lord Seton wrote a letter to the Pope,
i which he showed himself in his true colours as an avowed
Roman Catholic, and at the same time pleaded for assistance
to be granted to his master James VI. As affording a
specimen of duplicity, practised by a spiritual child of the
Jesuits, 1t is worth reprinting here in full:—

“To Our Most HoLy Lorp—I need not explain to your Holiness
the part which I have taken in defending the Catholic religion, and
the authority of the Supreme Pontiff, for I would rather leave this
to others. llaving been sent hither by my most serene master,
the King of Scots, to implore the aid of the most Christian King,
in our dreadful emergencies, I could not do otherwise than write
to your Holiness some account of the state of our afiairs.

“Briefly, after the Ministers had succeeded in sending the Duke
of Lennox away from Scotland, the King was 8o offended that he
would hold no communication with them, though previously he
had always acted in accordance with their advice. They took
offence in turn, and set on foot a violent insurrectionary movement
against his authority, partly by means of the agents of the Queen of
England, and partly through their own rebel leaders. Being reduced
to extremity, he has implored the aid of the most Christian King,
and more particularly that of his relative the Duke of Guise;
a proceeding which has raiced the hopes of Catholics to the
Lighest point. So favourable an opportunity never occurred before,
and could not have been expected or looked for; and it is
doubly important that it should not be lost. The King has so
high an opinion of the Duke of Guise, that we are in hopcs be
will be guided in everything by his advice; indeed he has not
ounly written as much to the Duke, but has charged me with a
mnessage to the same effect. Our hope is that your Holiness will
both animate and encourage the Duke to make some effort in the
cause of religion, and also give him substantial assistance.

“God Himself, beyond all our hopes, seems to have provided
your Holiness with this opportunity of extending religion, and of
obtaining never ending glory. The King’s age, his perilous and

1 Letters of Mr. Jokn Colville, p. 60. Bannatyne Club, 1858,
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critical position, the unbridled insolence of the Ministers, are all
circumstances in our favour. But it is of the utmost importance
to lose no time, or the chance will pass away. The Queen of
England is straiving every nerve to crush the King of Scots by a
rebellion in his own country, and, if successful, she will suppress
the Catholic religion altogether. The Duke of Guise, to whom I
have transmitted the King of Scotland’s letter for your Holiness,
will doubtless explain matters in detail. But I would impiore
your Holiness not to let the existence of these commuuications be
known to any one, for this would, at the present juncture, place
the King in the most extreme difliculty. At a later period we
hope, by the aid of your Holiness, that he will be free to declare
himself openly a son of your Beatitude. At present he ix so
completely in the power of his enemies, that he is scarcely at
liberty to do anything whatever; from this coudition it is for your
Beatitude to rescue him. God preserve you long to Hig Church.

“Your Holiness’s most humble servant,
“SETON.

“Paris, March 14, 15841

Notwithstanding all these efforts of James and his friends
to obtain help from the Pope, the King of Spain, and the
Duke of Guise, yet, so far as I can ascertain, no practical
asssistance was granted to him beyond certain sums of
money secured by the Jesuit [D’arsons, who, singularly
enough, a few years later, wrote against his claim to
succeed to the English Throne on the death of Elizabeth.
Parsons subsequently boasted of the help he had obtained
for James:— ** At this my being with the King of Spain,”
he wrote, I obtained 24,000 crowns to be sent to the
King of Scots, which were paid by John Baptist Taxis, in
Paris. 1 also obtained in 1584, for Kirg James, of Pope
Gregory XIII., 4000 crowns, by Bills of Exchange, which
myself brought also, and delivered in Paris.” *

When Lord Seton started from Scotland for Paris, he
took with him his son Alexander Seton, afterwards Lord
Chancellor of Scotland. ®* There is not a little mystery
about the history of this son. In his biography, written
by Mr. George Seton, one of his descendants of the present
day, some strange facts are related about his early career.

* Narratives of Scottish (atholics, pp. 186—X.
* Oliver Collections, S.J., p. 146.
3 Memoir of Alezander Setun. By George Seton. p. 21 (Edinburgh, 1882).
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“From his godmother, Queen Mary,” says his biographer, “ Alex-
ander Seton received, as ‘ane godbairne gift,’ the lands of Plus-
carden in Moray, with which he was otherwise afterwards identified.
‘Finding him of a great spirit,” his father sent him to Rome at an
early age, with the view of his following the profession of a
Churchman, and he studied for some time in the Jesuils’ College,
‘He declaimed, not being sixteen years of age, ane learned oration
of his own composing, De Ascensione Domini, on that festivall day,
publickly before the Pope, Gregory the 13th, the Cardinall, and
other prelats present, in the Pope’s chapel in the Vatican, with
great applause. He was in great esteem att Rome for his learning,
being a great humanist in prose and poecie, Greek and Latine;
well versed in the mathematicks. and had great skill in architecture
and herauldrie.” According to Spottiswoode, Seton took Holy Orders
abroad, and the assertion seems to be confirmed by Scotstarvet,
who mentions that ¢ his Chalice wherewith he said Mass al his home-
coming, was sold in Edinburgh.”!

The date of young Seton’s ‘home-coming” to Scotland
1s not given, but apparently he came back as an ordained
priest of the Church of Rome, and certainly after having
been admitted into the Jesuit Order. Brother Henry Foley,
S.J., in his official Records of the Inglish Province, S.J.,

gives us the following particulars:—

“SETON ALEXANDER, Father. This Father, regarding whom we
possess so little information, was probably a son of Lord de Seton,
one of the great champion chiefs of the Catholic cause in Scotland.
In a report upon the state of Scotland made by the Priest, William
Watts, printed in a letter of Dr. (afterwards Cardinal) Allen to the
Cardinal of Como, dated Rheims, February 18, 1582, mention is
made of Lord de Seton and the other principal favourers of the
Catholic cause: ‘Which Lord de Seton is father of that Mr. Alex-
ander Seton, who rcceived his education a few years ago in the
Roman Seminary.” In another letter of Dr. Allen to Father Agaz-
zari, Rector of the English College, Rome, dated Rheims, May 20,
1583, he says: ‘What I wrote before regarding the capture of
Dr. Alexander Seton is disbelieved.’ Again, in a letter of the
Cardinal of Como to the Nuncio of France, dated Rome, April 23,
1584, we read: ‘ And therefore on this account it will be superfluous
to send Father Alexander Seton here.’”?

There can be no question as to the identity of the Jesuit
Alexander Seton with the son of Lord Seton mentioned
before. Mr. David Laing was of this opinion;—* Sir Alex-

\ Memoir of Alexander Seton. By George Seton, pp. 18, 19.
2 Foley Records, S.J., vol. vii., p. 1451.
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ander Seton of Fyvie,” he writes, “ third son of George,
sixth Lord Seton, was originally intended for the Church,
and entered the College of the Jesuits at Rome.' And it
will be observed that, as late as 1584, he is still recognised
as a “Father” or priest, by high authorities in the Church
of Rome. Yet it is certain that this self-same priest and
Jesuit was one of those who, with his father, in January
1581, signed and swore to the Solemn League and Covenant,
in which the peculiar doctrines of Rome and her corrupt
practices were condemned in the strongest possible language!*

Only two years later, in 1583, when an Englishman named
Brereton was arrested at Leith, there was found in his posses-
sion a letter from Alexander Seton, addressed to the General of
the Jesuits at Rome, in praise of the work being then done
in Scotland by the Jesuit Holt, which, he stated, had given
great satisfaction and consolation to all those with whom he
had dealt and negotiated.® The Jesuit Seton’s promotion was
rapid. He was made an Extraordinary Lord of the Session, * of
the spiritual estate” in 1586, and in the following year
was created Baron Urquhart, and a grant made to him of
the lands of Urquhart and Pluscarden. In 1593 he was
elected Lord President of Session, and in 1605 he was created
Earl of Dunfermline, and appointed Lord Chancellor of Scotland.

Soon after his arrival in Scotland, young Alexander Seton
was treated by the Government as a Roman Catholic, and,
in consequence of not having conformed to the Established
Kirk, he was deprived of the Priory of Pluscarden, which,
as we have seen, was granted to him by Mary Queen of
Scots. The Historian of the House of Seton, Mr. George
Seton, who also wrote the Memoir of Alexander Seton, says:—

Y Letiers of John Colrille, p. 203, aole. Bannatyne Club, 1858.

* See the text of this Solemmn League and Covevant, supra, pp. 36, 37. The
names of the principa! men who signed it are given in Calderwood’s History of
the Kirk of Scotland, vol. iii., p. 501, and in Row’s Historie of tis Kirk of
Seotland. Woodrow Society Edition, p. 77.

3 Calderwood’s History of the Xirk of Scotland, vol. iii., pp. 702, 706,
vol. iv,, p. 400.
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“On the 6th of February 1576—7, we come across a curious
entry in the Great Seal Register, in the shape of a grant, during
life, by the King to James Douglas, illegitimate son of James,
Earl of Morton, Regent of Scotland% of the Priory of Pluscardine,
with its dignities and patrimony, which belonged to ¢ Alexander
Seytoun, alleged Prior of Pluscardyn, son of George Lord Seytoun,’
and the Lords of the Council, on the 16th of January in the same
year, at the instance of Mr. David Borthwick, the King’s Advocate,
‘decerned the said Alexander to have lost all his benefices, because
be had not as yet submitted to the discipline of the true Church,
and participated of the Sacraments thereof, nor had he come to
the Bishop, Superintendent, or Commigsary of the diocese, or pro-
mise for adhibiting his assent: nor had he subscribed the articles
of the true and Christian religion, contained in the Acts of Parlia-
ment, and given his oath for acknowledging the King, nor had
brought a testimonial thereupon; neither had he presented himself
on a Lord’s Day in time of sermon or public prayer in the Church
of the said Priory, and read his testimonial and confession, and
of new taken the said oath according to the order of the Act of
Parliament.”!

The biographer of Alexander Seton treats those with
something almost approaching to contempt who doubt his
Protestantism from the time of his arrival in Scotland from
Rome, notwithstanding his statement about his education in
the Jesuits College, and his ordination as a priest of Rome.
Certainly he proves that Seton made a public profession of
Protestantism, yet this is not a refutation of the fact that
all the while he was in heart a Roman Catholic. In proof
of his Protestantism his biographer quotes the official record
of his admission as an Ordinary Lord of Session, in 1588,
which states that:—

“Because the said Lords were informed that the said Alexander
has not as yel communicated with the whole of the faithful
brethren, the Sacrament of the Supper of our Lord, and, therefore,
according to the laws and statutes of this realm, he might not be
a sufficient judge with the other Lords of the Session, and there-
fore the said Alexander has bound himseclf that he shall, with the
grace of God, communicate, with therestofthe brethren of the Session
the Sacrament of the Supper of the Lord, at the prefixed time
appointed by the Ministers of Edinburgh, or at the least before the
days appointed thereto be past, and in case he fail therein, he
shall leiss his ordinar place.”’ *

V' A History of the House of Seton Durimg Liglt Centurivs. By George Selon.
vol. i, p. 635, Edinburgh, Privately printed, 15V6.
3 Memoir of Alerander Seton, p. 23.
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It seems that early in 1597 a letter was sent in at night
to the King, warning him against certain of the men whom
he had chosen as counsellors, and especially against Seton,
to whom the writer referred in the following terms:—I
mean that Romanist President, a shaveling and a Priest;
more meet to say Mass in Salamanca, than to bear office
in Christian and Reformed Commonweals,” On this state-
ment Seton’s biographer remarks:—*The elegant allusions
to their [the counsellors’] religious proclivities are quite in
keeping with the sentiments of a certain section of so-called
historians of the period; and I shall afterwards have occasion
to refer to the supposed Papistical tendencies of the ‘shaveling
and priest.’”' We are next told that a Presbyterian Minister
named Pont, in the year 1599, dedicated a book to Seton,
in which he wrote:—* For your Lordship knows well enough
the manners of Rome, and (as I am persuaded) allows not of
that pompous superstition.”” * Seton's biographer also calls atten-
tion to Calderwood’s statement that upon Easter Day, 1618,
“the Bishop of Galloway ministered the Communion in the
Royal Chapel, where Chancellor Seton” and others were
present; and that, in the same year, “upon Whitsunday, the
24th of May, the Bishop of Galloway ministered the Communion
in the Chapel Royal of the Chancellor”’—a clear proot
that down to the end of his life—he died in 1622—he
continued to publicly profess the Protestant religion. He
was buried in the Kirk of Dalgety, and the Protestant
Archbishop Spottiswoode preached a sermon in the church
on this occasion.

Yet, as I have already asserted, Alexander Seton, though
for nearly forty years publicly professing the Protestant
religion was in heart and reality a Roman Catholic. There
is no record of his having ever resigned his membership
of the Jesuit Order, or of his having been expelled from it.
As a Roman Catholic he must have looked upon the marriage

! Memoir of Alerander Seton, pp. 32, 33. 2 Ibid., p. 39.
3 Calderwood’s Iistory of the Kirk of Sco!land, vol. vii., pp. 297, 298.
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of priests of that Church as invalid and sinful. But for all
that he got married, and was even married three times!
Bellesheim, a modern Roman Catholic Historian of his
Communion in Scotland, describing the ecclesiastical events
in that country between 1587 and 1603, remarks:— ‘ An-
other prominent Catholic in Scotland was the Chancellor of
the Kingdom, Alexander Seton, who had received his educa-
tion in Bologna and Rome, and was esteemed one of the
most learned jurists of his age. James VI. loaded him, on
his return to Scotland, with preferments and honours,
and he consequently became a prominent mark for the
spiteful attacks of the preachers. Seton appears at times
to have been wanting in the courage to make open
profession of his faith; but some time before his death he
publicly and unreservedly declared his adherence to the
Catholic religion.”

A Jesuit priest, named James Seton, writing to the
General of the Jesuits at Rome, on September 30th, 1605,
supplies us with ample proof of the real sentiments of Alexander
Seton at that time, over twenty years after he had publicly
professed the Protestant faith. This letter shows the Roman
priests as themselves active parties to the shameful deception
being carried on. It will be observed that Alexander Seton
was formally recognised, by the Jesuits and priests, as a
real Roman Catholic, going to Confession and Communion
two or three times a year, and all the while professing
publicly the Protestant religion.

“The persecution in Scotland,” writes James Seton to the General,
“does not cease or lessen since the departure of the King. The
government i8 entirely in the hands of the Lord Alexander Seton,
whom the King has made Earl of Dunfermline, and who is
Javourably known to your Paternity. He is, or should be Abbot of
that place, where there was once a famous monastery. He was
formerly President of the Council, and is now Chancellor of the
Kingdom. The Viceroy is the Earl of Montrose, the President of
the Council the Lord James Elphinston, brother of Father George;

v Bellesheim’s History of the Catholic Church in Scotland, vol. iii., p. 336.
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but they are all directed by Lord Alexander Seton. He is a
Catholic, 23 is also the Loord President and the Royal Advocate.!
In political wiedom, in learning, in high birth, wealth, and authority,
he possesses far more influence than the rest, and his power is
universally acknowledged. But he pubdlicly professes the State religion,
rendering external obedience to the King and the Ministers, and
goes occasionally, though rarely, to the sermons, sometimes to their
heretical Communion. He has also subscribed their Confession of Faith,
without which he would not be able to retain peaceable possession of
the rank, offices, and estates with which he is so richly endowed.
He bas brought all the principal men of the Kingdom round to
the same view, and very few venture to differ from him, owing to
his eloquence, learning, and authority. Two or three times a year
he comes to Catholic Confession and Communion with his mother,
sister, and nephews, who are better Catholics than himself.” *

Father Forbes-Leith, S.J., tells us that:— *Four years
beforc his [Seton’s] death, in presence of a numerous
assembly of Catholics, attended by the ringleaders of the
Puritan faction and many other Protestants, after affirming
that he had never ccased to hold the docirine of the
Orthodox Church, he declared that nothing gave him greater
pain than to recollect how he had shown himself lukewarm
and remiss in his profession of faith, in order to ingratiate
himself with his Sovereign. When he had thus spoken
with tears in his eyes he called the assembly to witness
that he would die in the profession of the Roman Catholic
faith.” *

What a double-dyed hypocrite this man must have been!
“Four years before his death,” as we have seen, that
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