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PREFACE

I PURPOSE in these volumes to write the history of the Hugue-
nots from the close of the reign of Henry the Fourth—that is,
from a point at which the Edict signed by him at Nantes, some
twelve years earlier, may be said to have been in full operation.
I shall narrate their fortunes not merely as far as to the formal
repeal of the Edict in 1685, but through the century during
which their worship was suppressed and they were themselves
deprived of all civil rights; down to the promulgation of the
Edict of Toleration by Louis the Sixteenth, on the eve of the
first French Revolution, and, indeed, down to th fall reoogni-
tion of Protestantism by Napoleon Bonaparte, as First Consul,
in the second year of the nineteenth century.

The work comprises a space of not much less than two hun-
dred years, an eventful period of great interest in the history of
civilization, of which the successive portions are of a widely
different character and present startling contrasts.

The first fifty years must be regarded, upon the whole, as the
epoch of the greatest material and intellectual development of
the Huguenots. Then it was that they obtained such opportu-
nities as they had never before enjoyed, and as they were never
again to enjoy under the rule of the Bourbons, for the exhibi-
tion to the world of their true genius, and of the legitimate
fruits of their ecclesiastical organization, as well as of the excel-
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lence of the moral and religious training which, had they been
permitted, they would have extended throughout France. It
is true that within this very half-century fall the three Hugue-
not wars under Louis the Thirteenth and the reduction of
La Rochelle, the citadel of French Protestantism. But if, de«
spite the heroic efforts of Henry of Rohan, of his brother Sou-
bise, and of others scarcely less brave and chivalric, the military
and political importance of the Huguenots, as a party in the
state, came to an end, the loss of this importance was more
than compensated by their quiet and peaceful enjoyment of the
benefits of the great law of Henry the Fourth under the admin-
istration of the two cardinals, Richelieu and Mazarin.

The next twenty-five years (1660-1685) were strangely differ-
ent; for they witnessed the progressive and unceasing assaults
made upon the rights guaranteed by law to the Huguenots.
The Fdict of Revocation, when at length it came, was not a
detached act of supreme iniquity. It was rather the culmina-
tion of a long series of criminal acts. I purpose, therefore, to
follow, step by step, the preparations made for striking the
final blow by which it was hoped to annihilate the Reformed
religion in France. The examination is not devoid of interest
for the curious. It may be instructive even for men of a subse-
quent generation. As history repeats itself, the close of the
nineteenth century is even now beholding the counterpart, or
the copy, of the legislation by means of which Louis the Four-
teenth undertook to crush out the Huguenot religion from
France, in laws remarkably similar, menacing the existence of
Protestantism in the Baltic provinces of a great empire of our
own times.

The Revocation of the Edict of Nantes with its consequences,
both in persecution at home and in emigration to foreign lands,
requires the extended discussion which I have undertaken to
give. It does not fall within the scope of the present work to
follow the exiles for religion’s sake much beyond the bounds of
France, and to tell the story, which is in itself of romantic
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interest, of the subsequent adventures of the devoted exiles that
fled from their native land, destitute indeed of worldly goods,
but rich in faith toward God, and bleased in the conscious pos-
session of His favor. I must leave the inviting field of their
fortunes after their departure from France, for the most part,
to others. I need soarcely say that the Huguenot emigration
to America has been treated with rare thoroughness of research
by my brother, the late Rev. Charles Washington Baird, D.D.,
whose work shounld be supplemented by one or more volumes
taking up the narrative at the point where death compelled him
to lay down his work.

I have viewed the War of the Camisards as an episode of
Huguenot history well entitled to a fulness of treatment which,
at the first glance, might appear disproportionate to the brevity
of the struggle and the paucity of themen that took a part in it.
The heroic character of the conflict, comparing favorably with
the character of the most famous contests of early Greece or
Rome, would be my ample justification, even were it not for
the controversy, not yet fully settled, respecting the answer to
the question, How far the peasants of the Cévennes were war-
ranted by natural right in their recourse to arms to resist intol-
erable tyranny; not to speak of the equally curious inquiry,
Whether the results of this recourse were, upon the whole, fa-
vorable or injurious to the progress of that spiritual religion
in whose interests the Camisard war was waged.

If the fruits of recent investigation have placed us in a posi-
tion of great advantage for the intelligent and accurate study of
all the events to which I have just referred, this is especially
the case with respect to the period of the “ Desert,” g0 called ;
a period whose importance, particularly outside of France, has
been strangely overlooked. Thanks to the industry of a band
of enthusiastic collaborators, the memoirs and narratives of the
obscure workers upon whom devolved the herculean task of
reconstituting the churches in the presence of one of the most
determined persecutions that ever raged on the face of the




viii PREFACE

globe, have been supplemented by numerous docaments drawn
from various sources. The files of the hostile departments of
state, war, and police have proved only less valuable than the
inedited letters of such men as Antoine Court, Paul Rabaut,
Rabaut Saint Etienne, Court de Gébelin, and others; while
the Minutes of the Synods of the Churches of the Desert,
now for the first time printed and made accessible to all, enable
us to gain such inside views of the growth of Protestantism as
it was formerly impossible to obtain.

The preachers and missionaries that worked at a wonderful
disadvantage, always under the ban of the law, not infre-
quently with a distinet price set upon them, whether taken
dead or alive—gladiators in an arena from which they seem
always to be saluting us as about to die—these were not always
in themselves very picturesque personages. But if they were
often clad in rough attire and themselves unlearned rustics,
daily and hourly committing the sin—unpardonable at the ele-
gant court of Versailles—of preaching and praying to Almighty
God in very bad French, at least, they were men who, being
able to die for their opinions, could not be constrained. Thus
it was that, with God’s blessing upon their labors, they learned
the divine art how to make a great church out of a very little
one, or, indeed, out of one that did not exist at all.

The Huguenot drama would be incomplete without the last
and crowning act—embracing the recovery of religious liberty
and of full civic rights. It was much to obtain toleration after
proscription. It was much to compel a distinct admission of
the fact that Protestantism still existed in France, when the fact
had been denied a century through. If professed sceptics
proved very useful allies in preparing the way, and if, to secure
his ends, a humane and intelligent statesman like Malesherbes
was driven to resort to the device of ascribing to Louis the
Fourteenth equitable intentions respecting the Protestants,
much at variance with his known acts, these circumstances did
not make the boon of freedom, when at last it came, any the
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less acceptable. The imperfect work of Louis the Sixteenth, in
1787, was duly enlarged within a few months by the Revolu-
tion, with its recognition of the Rights of Man; and finally, in
1802, Protestantism was accorded an established position as
the religion of a part, although a minority, of the French
nation. There the history of the Huguenots ends.

Thus the volumes now offered to the public constitute an
independent history, intended to be complete in itself, of the
causes and the effects, proximate and remote, of the repeal of
one of the most important laws ever given by a human legis-
lator. At the same time they form the conclusion and natural
complement of a historical series of which the first two parts
have heretofore been published, in “The Rise of the Huguenots
of France” and “ The Huguenots and Henry of Navarre.” It
is the author’s hope that the last piece in the Huguenot trilogy
may be as kindly received as its two predecessors.

The very great number of works, both old and well-known
and of recent publication, upon which this history is based,
must serve as my excuse for not attempting, in this place, the
task of inserting a list, even approximately complete, of my
authorities. I shall only repeat what I said on a previous oc-
casion, that no trustworthy source of information, whether
friendly or hostile to the Huguenots, has been consciously
neglected by me ; that I have endeavored to hold a steady and
impartial course between conflicting views and representations,
and that I have, as far as possible, preferred to read history in
the contemporary writings of both Roman Catholics and Prot-
estants. I trust that the notes, which I have endeavored to
make a faithful guide to the original sources of information,
will enable any reader that is so disposed to verify my asser-
tions and test my conclusions.

I feel it a pleasure, not less than a duty, to acknowledge once
more the invaluable assistance which I have derived from the
great store of fresh and hitherto unknown material brought to
light in the successive volumes of the Bulletin of the Société
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de I'histoire du Protestantisme Frangais. To the labors of the
scholars connected with this Society, more than to the labors of
any other investigators, is due the great progress made of late
in Huguenot studies. I avail myself the more gladly, there-
fore, of the present opportunity, to give public expression to
my sense of gratitude for the high and unexpected honor con-
ferred upon me, on the occasion of the fortieth anniversary of
the foundation of the Society, in my election to be an Honorary
Member of the Governing Committee.

At the same time I may be permitted to make thankful
acknowledgment of the help of various kinds rendered to me
by my French friends and correspondents—Baron Fernald de
Schickler, President of the Society which I have just named,
and M. N. Weiss, the Secretary, worthy successor in the editor-
ship of the Bulletin of the lamented Dr. Jules Bonnet. I
am under special obligations to the late Charles Dardier, Presi-
dent of the Consistory of Nismes, whose death is one of the
most notable losses recently sustained by students of Huguenot
history, especially the history of the eighteenth century. M.
Dardier’s two collections of the Letters of Paul Rabaut to An-
toine Court and to Others, annotated in so rich and scholarly
a manner, not to speak of his Esaie Gasc, and a series of
monographs on particular points of importance, are monuments
of his well-directed labors. Nor shoald I fail to make mention
of the kindness of Professor G. Frosterus, of the University of
Helsingfors, Finland, editor of the Memoirs of the Baron
d’Aigaliers, of M. Th. A. Dufour, Director of the Library of
the City of Geneva, and of the Abbé Goiffon, formerly archivist
of the diocese of Nismes.

While referring to these particular obligations, I cannot
refrain from expressing my high appreciation of the truly fra-
ternal spirit that has appeared to me to animate all the workers
in the same field of study, a spirit that leads each cheerfully to
extend a helping hand to all the rest. Of such a spirit was
that eminent scholar to whom I referred in the preface of my
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“Rise of the Huguenots,” the late Professor Baum, of Stras-
bourg, who, writing to me under the dark shadow projected by
the fast approaching Franco-Prussian War, cheered his own
heart and mine with these words: “In the midst of the mili-
tary despotism to which the continent of old Europe seems to
be fatally destined, it is, after the Gospel and its immortal
principles, one of the greatest consolations that the Republic of
Science and Letters will remain standing, and that against her,
too, the gates of hell shall not prevail. I understand thereby
the great association and fraternity, in all the civilized coun-
tries of the globe entire, of those that believe that man does
not live by material bread alone, but by every word that pro-
ceedeth out of the mouth of God.”

I am happy to be able to lay before my readers, in the sec-
ond volume of the present work, a reproduction of a remark-
able medal struck at Rome to commemorate the illustrious
piety exhibited by Louis the Fourteenth in revoking the Edict
of Nantes. I state on the sixty-sixth page of that volume the
circumstances under which it was my good fortune to discover
the existence of this interesting but forgotten product of the
pontifical mint.

It is not without a feeling of regret akin to sadness that I lay
down my pen at the conclusion of historical studies that were
began more than thirty years ago. In the inception of my
plans it was my privilege to profit by the wise suggestions and
encouragement of a father, himself not less conversant with the
present condition than with the past fortunes of the churches
of the Reformation. In the prosecution of my work I long
had the companionship and derived inestimable benefit from
the counsels of a brother, whose scholarly tastes led him to
devote the leisure hours wrung from an engrossing profession
to pursuits kindred to my own. The advantage which I
enjoyed in the inspiration of the words and the example of
such men, not less than the circumstance that I am now per-
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mitted to complete an undertaking that has occupied much of
my time and thoughts for so considerable a space of human life,
justly demands of me a grateful acknowledgment of the good-
ness of the great Being in whom we live and whose are all our
ways.

UNIVERSITY OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK,
July 12, 1895.
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BOOK FIRST

THE HUGUENOT WARS AND THE REDUCTION OF
LA ROCHELLE (1610-1629)

CHAPTER I

ACCESSION OF LOUIS THE THIRTEENTH —THE POLITICAL AS-
SEMBLY OF SAUMUR

Tae Edict signed by Henry the Fourth at Nantes, in the
province of Brittany, on the thirteenth day of April, 1598, but
not registered and published by the Parliament of Paris until
the {wenty-fifth of February in the ensuing year, was the great
charter of the Protestant liberties. In securing it, the Hugue-
The great  DOt8 Teached the goal of their desires in the present
gharter of  order of things, and felt themselves warranted in look-
liberties.  ing forward with some degree of confidence to a long
period of quiet and prosperity, under the protection of a law
expressly declared to be perpetual and irrevocable. The age of
persecution was believed to be wholly in the past; an era of
harmony had been inaugurated under the most favorable
auspices. The edict was not, however, a proclamation of equal
rights to the professors of all Christian creeds: this was its
weak point. The Reformed religion was not recognized as
entitled to the same consideration as the Roman Catholic.
The latter was tacitly accepted as the religion of the state as a
whole, the traditional and better religion, into conformity with
which it was desired, and it was hoped, that all the king’s sub-
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jects would ultimately be brought. By the side of this state
religion, and in its shadow, the Protestant religion might stand,
and for its security many equitable provisions were enacted.
Yet it stood an inferior and with inferior rights. Not many
years, indeed, elapsed before its enemies assumed as a self-
evident principle that by the edict Protestantism was merely
Notanedis tolerated, suffered to exist as a thing whose presence
of mere tol- is hateful, but which, for some reason, it is injudicious

to attempt to remove. Such was the dangerous doc-
trine first distinctly enunciated, as we shall see, by the attorney-
general, Omer Talon, at the Grands Jours of Poitiers, in 1634.
But the Huguenots indignantly repudiated this interpretation
as unwarranted by anything that the edict said or implied.
The odious word “ toleration,” or its synonyms, occurred nowhere
in the lengthy document. The adherents of the *so-called Re-
formed religion” were “permitted” to live in France without
molestation ; their title to unrestricted liberty of conscience was
recognized ; they might worship God publicly in certain places,
while their religious services were excluded from others; but in
no instance was it asserted that they were “tolerated.”! The
edict was framed with the view of protecting, not of insulting,
them ; and “toleration ” is in itself an insult. The legislator,
indeed, proclaimed himself a Roman Catholic, and made no
pretence of regarding dissent as equally desirable with con-
formity. But the exercises of the Protestant worship were
“lawful ” within certain limits, and for the peaceful mainten-
ance of these exercises all the authority of the crown was
solemnly pledged.

The relations of the Huguenots to the crown and to the realm -
of France seemed, therefore, to be firmly settled, if not for all
time, yet until the advent of the day, concerning the nearness
of whose approach no one, it is true, had very sanguine expec-
tations, when a religious union might be effected. Meantime
there was some reason to hope that the happy consummation an-
ticipated in the preamble of the great edict might be realized ;

1 Floquet (Histoire du Parlement de Normandle, iv. 383) quotes with approval
the assertion of La Roche Flavyn, in his Tréze Livres des Parlements de France
(livre xiii., ch. 46) : *‘ La religion calvinienne n’cstoit seulement tolerée, ains per-
msse en France.”
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so that, if it had not as yet pleased God to permit that all the
king’s subjects should worship Him in one and the same form
of religion, it should, at least, be with one and the same inten-
tion, and with such order that the difference should cause no
trouble or tumult. The monarch and the realm might yet merit
in future the glorious title of Very Christian, a title which the
loyalty of subjects declared that realm and king had long since
and deservedly acquired.

The Huguenots constituted, indeed, but a small minority of
the entire population of France.! They were, however, so
Geograph. massed in certain parts of the country as to exert an
leal distribu- jpnfluence which could not be overlooked or misunder-
Hoguemote.  gt50d. If there were comparatively few Huguenots in
Champagne and Brittany, they were numerous in Normandy
and Poitou. Saintonge and Aunis, with the flourishing seaport
of La Rochelle, were, to a great extent, Protestant. Of Béarn a
a large part of the people had conformed to the reformation
instituted, or fostered, by Jeanne d'Albret. Upper Guyenne,
- Lower Languedoc, Vivarais, and the Cévennes were strongholds
of the Huguenot faith, as they had already been, and were des-
tined again in future to be, strongholds of the Huguenot arms.
The very circumstance that in Nismes, in Milhau, in Castres,
and in hundreds of smaller places they constituted a clear ma-
jority of the citizens, insured them respect and was a guarantee
of harmony. There was many a southern town where at the
annual election, all the “consuls,” the chief municipal officers,
returned were Protestants. In many other towns the numbers
of the Reformed entitled them to one-half of the governing
board. Occasionally a spirit of mutual respect and conciliation
won the day, and terminated, for the time at least, the dissen-

11 have spoken elsewhere (The Huguenots and Henry of Navarre, ii. 444-
446) of the difficulty of ascertaining the numbers of the French Protestants.
Rough estimates are wont to err on the side of exaggeration, and Benoist’s ‘‘two
millions of subjeots” (Histoire de I’Edit de Nantes, v. passim) by which he re-
peatedly designates the Huguenots in the course of the seventeenth century,
might seem to go considerably beyond the mark. On the other hand, Cardinal
Bentivoglio in estimating their number at ‘¢ a million or a little more,” out of a
total population of fifteen millions, may have somewhat underrated them (Breve
Relszione degli Ugonott: di Francia, 198, 199). They probably reached a mill-
fon and a quarter or a half,
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sions arising from difference of creed. In rare instances a
single bell answered the double end of summoning the Hugue-
nots to the “préche” in their “temple,” and of announcing the
time of the celebration of the mass and vespers in the old parish
church. Even where they were not in a majority, the Hugue-
nots, by virtue of their confessedly higher intelligence and of
their more thorough education,! secured for themselves an influ-
ence disproportioned to their numbers. This was evident when,
a few years later, it became a point of honor with the govern-
ment to give to the Roman Catholics in every place at least one-
half of the municipal offices, and the court, or the voters, were
more than once confronted with the difficulty that there existed
no one among the Roman Catholics of the town upon whom the
honor could with any regard to decency be conferred.

The Huguenots did not depend for their security solely upon
the pledged word of the king, or upon their superior numbers in
Provision certain localities, much less upon occasional and ex-
fox thei se- ceptional good-will on the part of the adherents of the

other faith. The Edict of Nantes, rather recognizing
an existing order of things than establishing a new arrangement,
placed in their hands substantial means of defence against un-
just aggression. Undesirable as it might be to recognize an
guthority within the bounds of the kingdom that might under
certain circumstances assert itself independently of, and even in
opposition to, the authority of the national government, the
events of the last half of the sixteenth century, and the imper-
fect comprehension gained by that age of the rights of the indi-
vidual conscience in matters of religion, had both led to, and
necessitated the strange anomaly. It was in every way better
that the surface of France should be dotted over with cities of
refuge, than that men persecuted for their opinion’s sake should
not know whither to direct their uncertain steps. It was better

! Often Huguenot education was not only free but compulsory. In 1578 Prot-
estant Castres established a college, and the next year the council of the city
adopted a resolution to this effect: ‘¢ To prevent the youth from spending their
time in disorderly conduct (débauche), an order ghall be published enjoining
all persons who have the charge of children below fourteen years of age, and
who may be occupied with some office or calling, to send them daily to the col-
lege for instruction upon pain of a fine.” Records under date of April 17, 1577,
Inedited MS. in Mémoires de Gaches, 491.
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that armed men receiving their orders from governors of their
own religious creed, and obeying them more implicitly than the
directions sent from Paris, should garrison these cities, than
that Huguenot blood should drench the streets of towns and
hamlets in southern and central France, as it had drenched the
streets of the capital and many another city in the Massacre of
Saint Bartholomew’s Day. TUnless the Protestants of France
were to submit pusillanimously to every insult which the in-
genuity of their enemies could invent, and look forward to exile
or death as the sole alternative in case they remained steadfast
to their convictions of duty, they acted wisely in declining to
part with the instruments of defence which the fortunes of war
had thrown into their hands, and in refusing to trust their lives,
their wives and children, and their possessions unconditionally
to tender mercies which heretofore they had found cruel enough.
Precisely what might have happened had they decided to act
otherwise than as they did may not be certain ; but this may
be assumed as beyond controversy : the salutary fear of Hugue-
not arms postponed for many years the day when the formal
abrogation of their privileges should be attempted, and the pos-
session of cities of refuge was among the most important guar-
antees of quiet.
Of hostage cities proper the Huguenots held forty-eight in
all. Most of these were in the three ‘generalities” of Bor-
deaux, Montpellier, and Poitiers, which respectively
m& contained nineteen, ten, and nine such cities; the re-
maining ten cities were scattered through six other
generalities. A little over three thousand soldiers constituted
the garrison of these places, being maintained at an expense of
about one hundred and eighty thousand crowns annually. The -
city of Saumur stood at the head of the list with three hundred
and sixty-four soldiers, costing the government nearly eighteen
hundred crowns a month for its defence. Next to the hostage
cities were sixteen other towns strangely designated as “ places
«Pacesde d© mariage,” because of their being, as it were,
marage”  wedded to certain of the former, from which they
“borrowed ” their garrisons. Thus Saumur detached from the
number of its soldiers as above stated, twenty-eight men to
guard Vitré, ten to guard Beaufort, and twelve to guard Ché-
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tillon en Vendelais. Seven of the sixteen “ places de mariage ”
were in the single province of Guyenne. In addition to the
sixty-four towns whose maintenance was thus provided for from
the public treasury, the Huguenots were masters of the five
“royal free cities” of La Rochelle, Montauban, Sainte-Foy,
Nismes, and Uzés, which had no garrisons, but were governed
by their municipal officers in virtue of ancient privileges, and
« Placeapar- Of Seventy-five or eighty “ places particuliéres,” or for-
toutiéres.”  tified places belonging to private noblemen, Protest-
ants or Roman Catholics. In the case of the latter, the
rights and revenues of the titular owners were duly re-
spected ; the castle was held by the Huguenots, but they had
nothing to do with the town outside of the castle walls. Thus
it was that, including all the places which they held by various
forms of tenure, the Huguenots were the possessors of nearly
or quite one hundred and fifty cities of greater or less impor-
tance and strength.! Granted to them by the Edict of Nantes
originally for the space of only eight years, the title of the
Huguenots to their hostage cities had been confirmed, and the
term had been lengthened by four years, in a patent of Henry the
Fourth given in August, 1605. As the first period did not begin,
according to the edict, until the publication of the law by all the
parliaments, it was supposed to date from the year 1600, and the
conoession still had two years to run, at the death of the king.?
Powerful by reason of the possession of so many strongholds
in various parts of the kingdom, the Huguenots were moreover
formidable because of the troops that they could muster by
landana land and by sea. A secret report made to the king
sea forces.  affirmed that the Protestants were able, if necessary, to
place fifty thousand troops in the field ; while, from their strength
upon the seaboard, the navy which they could put in commission
was known to be much superior to that of the king himself.?

! 8ee the lists in L. Anques: Histoire des Assemblées Politiques des Ré-
formés, 160-166.

¢ Ibid., 430. It may be remarked that, shortly after his accession (July 28,
1611), Louis XIII, prolonged the Huguenot possession of the first class of
places for five years, or to January 1, 1617, Subsequently the term was still
further lengthened. Ibid., 433.

3 M. G. Schybergson: Le Duc de Rohan et 1a Chute du Parti Protestant en
France, 8, 9.
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Meanwhile the prospect was believed to be fair that no re-
course to the arbitrament of civil war would ever again be
necessary. With a well - ordered ecclesiastical constitution,
permitted to hold their church courts with due regularity and
conformably to the prescriptions of their book of discipline,
from the simple meeting of the consistory, or church session,
to the more solemn gathering of the colloquy, or presbytery,
and of the synod, provincial or national, the strictly religious
concerns of the Huguenots were administered with little or no
interference. For the supervision of their civil and political

interests, they had secured the right to keep at the
Boo ‘s court two deputies-general, who were expected to
semblies.  Jevote their entire time and attention to devising and
recommending such measures as might relieve the Protestants
of any hardships to which they should be subjected. Those
hardships furnished also the occasion for the convocation, from
time to time, of the Political Assemblies, although this sort of
meeting had long been unpopular with the royal court and had,
of late, been conceded with great reluctance. Consequently it
was likely that in future the effort would be made to confine
the right of meeting for the discussion of Protestant grievances
to such gatherings in the provinces as might be necessary for
the purpose of communicating local wrongs to the deputies-
general, and that the political assemblies of the Huguenots of
the entire kingdom would, if possible, be wholly dispensed
with. In that case some new provision would have to be made
for the periodical election of the deputies-general.

At the advent of the Reformation, Roman Catholicism stood
forth as the advocate of unreserved submission to constituted
authority, whether in things spiritual or in things temporal.
Roman 1D the Roman Catholic system there was nothing that
oo naturally allied itself to popular institutions. The
lsm. same voice that required, in matters of faith, unques-
tioning obedience to the priest as the appointed minister of
God, and to the pope, in particular, as His earthly vicegerent,
dictated a like obedience, in temporal matters, to the monarch as
the living image of the invisible God. Subordination to author-
ity was the keystone of the structure, whether in Charch or in
State. The notion of the paramount rights of the citizen as
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the being for whose benefit all laws ought to be enacted, for
whom all offices, from the lowest municipal functionary up to
the governors of provinces and to the king himself, existed, was
as far removed from the theory of the Roman Catholic Church
a8 was the doctrine of the universal priesthood of believers, or
the idea that the clergyman was in truth the servant, the pope
in truth the servant of the servants of the Lord’s household.
Within the domain of religion, the Church had come to mean
not the company of all the faithful, but the corporate body
known as the clergy, and membership in the Church was
synonymous with sacerdotal orders. In like manner the State
was 1o longer the proper designation of the entire association of
citizens sovereign in their rights, because constituting the ulti-
mate source from which all authority emanated and the persons
whose interests were primarily to be consulted, but was a name
appropriated exclusively by the officers who had been originally
chosen to guard and protect the social fabric, and, above all, by
the king,

The jealousy with which the crown viewed the political as-
semblies of the Protestants was not altogether unreasonable ;
for in truth those periodical gatherings of the representatives
of the Reformed communities revealed very clearly the growth
of tendencies which in more recent times have given birth to
free institutions, whether in the form of republican government
or of constitutional monarchy.

The Protestant doctrine of the rights of the individual con-
science was far-reaching in its consequences; and in France,
especially, the check received by the reformatory movement in
consequence of the so-called religious wars waged for the de-
Protestant-  Struction of Protestantism, was a political disaster the
oot magnitude of which may be appreciated even by those
man. who cannot sympathize with the doctrines of Calvin
and Beza. For with Protestantism came the recovery of the
consciousness of the personal dignity of man, for whom all
things earthly subsist—the Church for his spiritual advancement,
the State for his temporal well-being. The affairs of neither
Church nor State could be entrusted to the exclusive control of
self-perpetuating orders. The Calvinistic form of church gov-
ernment denied the sole care of ecclesiastical interests to the
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special officers set apart for the work of preaching the Gospel
and administering the sacraments ; and gave a participation to
the delegates of the people, to elders and deacons elected by a
majority of the popular vote. The synods, in which the more
purely ecclesiastical concerns of the religious community were
considered, consequently contained a representation, as nearly
equal as might be, of ministry and laity. It was a development
of the same idea, and a partial extension into the secular do-
main, that when the political exigencies of their situation de-
-manded attention, when provision had to be made by the
Protestants for securing themselves from injustice and oppres-
sion, they convened assemblies bearing a marked resemblance
to their religious representative bodies. Thus, as the synods
were the expression of the popular tendencies of Protestantism
in the sphere of strictly religious activity, the political assem-
blies were the expression of the same tendencies in therelations
of the Huguenots to the crown and to their fellow-citizens.
Chosen by the intelligent suffrage of the members of their
communion, the Protestant deputies, sitting in their political
Prowstant  888embly, presented a model of a well-ordered de-
heoosc et liberative body, which needed but to be extended
oo™ in its constituency so as to embrace all France, Prot-
estant, and Roman Catholic alike, in order to realize
completely the necessities of a free and constitutional form
of government. No other such model existed in France; un-
less, indeed, those strange and cumbersome bodies, the States
General of the kingdom and the States Particular of individual
provinces, may be said to have presented some points of resem-
blance. But the States General were brought together at ir-
regular intervals with such wide gaps between the meetings, that
frequently few could recall the time of the last convocation, and
old and young alike were unfamiliar with their duties and
privileges. The functions of the States rarely went beyond vot-
ing such pecuniary assistance, in the way of the institution of
new taxes or the continuation of former grants, as the crown
demanded, and humbly petitioning the king for the redress of
abuses. Above all, the representatives of the people consti-
tated but one out of three orders, an order, moreover, so de-
spised by both clergy and nobles, that any attempt it might
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make to vindicate the rights of the people as against its op-
pressors, was sure to meet the immediate resistance not only of
the monarch, but of the other two orders beside which it sat an
acknowledged inferior.! With no authority to make laws, with
no authority, indeed, even in the matter of taxes, beyond the
specific powers granted to the members by their constituents,
the States Geeneral bore as little resemblance to the legislature of
a free country, as did the Parliament of Paris, a purely judicial
body, to the Parliament sitting at Westminster, with its sturdy
and at times very independent House of Commons. The,
municipalities of southern France possessed, in their contracted
sphere, a germ of self-government which, under more favorable
circamstances, might have developed and assumed greater im-
portance ; but so far from that, the reign of Louis the Thir-
teenth was to witness what little independence the cities of
Languedoc and Guyenne possessed crushed beneath the spirit
of centralization and absolutism incarnated in the person of
Cardinal Richelien. The hopes of constitutional liberty, of
popular representative government, of a wise legislation, pro-
gressive yet conservative, of the gradual preparation of France
for a liberty to be attained without violent commotion and
without bloodshed, and of an intelligent and systematic devel-
opment of the national resources, lay, though men as yet did
not recognize the fact, in the scheme of government which the
Huguenots had sketched, and, in particular, in the political as-
semblies, suspected though these were by the Roman Catholic
party, and hated by the crown and its advisers.?

The prince into whose hands the sceptre of France nominally
passed from the relaxed grasp of the great Henry murdered by

1 The States General of 1614, to which reference will hereafter be made, fur-
nish a signal fllustration of the remarks of the text.

] can heartily commend the judicious observations of M. Gustave Garrisson
on this subject, in a remarkable article ¢ De la politique du Calvinisme en
France,” Revue des Deux Mondes (February, 1848), xxi. 788, 739. The state-
ment made by M. Garrisson with regret, that ‘‘ the history of the Calvinist as-
semblies, which are one of the sources of our political jurisprudence and of our
civil liberty, that history so fruitful of instruction, has never been undertaken
in France,” is happily no longer true, since the publication of the admirable
work of Professor Léonce Anques, ‘¢ Histoire des Assemblées politiques des Ré-
formés de France.”
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Ravaillac’s knife, was a boy who had not yet completed his
ninth year. In himself an insigniﬁeant person, the accident
o Of his birth placed him in a position which now ren-
Toumine " ders it necessary that I should speak of what he was
both as man and as ruler, although the peculiarities of
his character exhibited themselves fully only after the lapse
of some years.

‘What Louis the Thirteenth might have become in other cir-
cumstances is uncertain, but the eldest of the six children whom
Marie de’ Medici bore to her royal husband obtained little of
that training which might possibly have fitted him to become a
wise and excellent king. Whether by their fault or by his mis-
fortune, the successive tutors to whom the dauphin’s education
was entrusted failed to kindle in his breast any thirst for knowl-
edge. He never thoroughly mastered even the rudiments of
Latin, a language still esteemed indispensable for kings. Fal-
conry and the chase were more to his taste than study. He was
one of the best huntsmen in the kingdom ; and if he had an im-
pediment in his speech, he could, we are told, talk to his dogs to
perfection. His preceptors had done well, observes a historian
with pardonable sarcasm, had they trained him to talk to men.!
Destitute both of self-reliance and of discrimination, he was

! Le Vassor, Histoire du rdgne de Louis XIII. (Amsterdam, 1712), i. 607, seq.
This candid historian remarks that, although he had made a careful search, he
had often been surprised to find in the records of Louis’s minority so little said
regarding the education of the young king. In mentioning the dismissal of one
of the best of the prince’s preceptors, one who knew Louis well remarks:
‘“ Ceux qui lui sucoédérent donndrent des preuves & tout le monde que la jalousie
que I'on avoient eue d’'une personne de savoir et de mérite avoit été cause de
sa disgrice, plutdt qu'aucun dessein de donner une nourriture royale & ce jeune
prince.” Mémoires du maréchal d’Estrées, 225, 226.

The royal historiographer Charles Bernard, in his Histoire du Roy Louis
XIII. (Paris, 1646), naturally gives a very different account of the monarch's
endowments and acquisitions from that given by Le Vassor. Acoording to Ber-
nard, Louis was bright and of keen wit. If he admits that in infancy the prince
had ‘‘ a pretty great difficulty of speech,” he is careful to add that this impedi-
ment was probably the cause of his becoming a good listener and thinker and
one of the best of men at keeping a secret. He would have us believe that in
time Louis became a fluent and entertaining talker. His testimony from per-
sonal knowledge to the purity of the king’s own conversation and to his intoler-
ance of profane or foul language on the part of his courtiers may be accepted
a8 less liable to the suspicion of partiality.
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equally incapable of ruling without the help of others and im-
patient that others should enjoy the semblance of rule. He
would brook no interference of parliament when the judges
undertook to remonstrate against unjust laws or delayed enter-
ing them upon their registers. Still more jealous was he of the
favorites upon whom he had himself lavished authority and
riches. Suspicious and distrustful both of himself and of
others, he was taciturn because he had no set purpose to an-
nounce, no well-considered policy to point out. Only when his
dignity seemed to be invaded or his authority defied, was his
mind made up at once. The moment he mistrusted the Mar-
shal d’Ancre, he was ready to authorize the assassination of
that courtier, that afterward he might repeat the boast of Henry
of Valois upon ridding himself of the Duke of Guise and say:
“Now indeed I am king!” Fourteen years later, he did not
hesitate to summon to the Louvre the members of the highest
court of judicature in France, that, while the learned judges
knelt humbly before him, he might subject them to the morti-
fication of seeing a leaf torn from their records by the royal
hand, and to the affront of receiving an order to substitute in
its place a paper prohibiting them from henceforth venturing to
deliberate respecting the execution of the monarch’s behests.!
A sovereign at once so weak and so certain to become the
tool of ambitious and designing ministers would have been
sufficiently dangerous to the Huguenots even had he entertained
His hatreg 1O Special malevolence toward them. But Louis was
ot Proteet- brought up in hatred of Protestantism and of all those
that professed Protestantism. He was more averse
than even his ecclesiastical counsellors to contracting an alli-
ance with the Lutherans of Germany and the North to oppose
the aggressions of the House of Hapsburg, although he could
not be ignorant that in opposition lay the true interest of
France? Cardinal Richelieu, prince of the Roman Church

1This was in 1681. Bayle, &. v. Louis XIII.

2 Zorzi's observation i8 correct to the letter, and dates from the time, when,
La Rochelle having fallen, the question whether France should take part in the
Thirty Years’ War was trembling in the balance. He says: *‘ Conosce che per
ogni ragione umana e celeste & nato per far bilancio a Spagnoli ed ad Austriaci,
ma da ogni minima rimostranza che gli venga fatta o dall’ autoritd della madre,
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though he was, found it difficult to persuade his master to make
common cause with Gustavus Adolphus in the Thirty Years’
War. In the end, political considerations won the day, and
Louis found himself in the anomalous position of assisting with
men and money the “heretics” denounced by Urban the Eighth ;
but no political considerations prevented him from atoning for
any temporary and apparent recreancy to the faith by a solemn
espousal of the Roman Catholic cause in general. By a royal
declaration, in which all the customary formalities were ob-
served, Liouis devoted his person, his estates, his crowns and
his subjects to the Blessed Virgin Mary, and took her to be the
Protectress of the Kingdom.!

Such was the monarch to whose caprices and to the caprices
of whose favorites the Hugunenots were to be subjected during
the ensuing thirty-three years—an unhappy prince who lived
in a dense atmosphere of suspicion and distrust, having not a
soul about him in whose candor, good-will, or honesty he could
repose implicit confidence, having at all times good reason to
entertain misgivings respecting the love and fidelity of mother,
wife, brother—a prince who, so far from extracting unmingled
happiness from the possession of a crown, declared that every
day of his life was marred by disappointment, and who is said
to have had continually upon his lips during his last hours the
lament of the patriarch Job, “ My soul is weary of my life.”?

Meanwhile for a few years at least, another and somewhat
firmer hand held the reins of government and kept the young
king’s peculiarities from coming to the light. Marie de’ Medici,
The q his mother, was the daughter of the late Grand Duke
ﬁe%“m]i% of Tuscany, and an Italian woman of the same family

that had already cursed France by giving it a queen
and the regent during the minority of a boy-king. Like Catha-

o dal genio de' ministri, resta in un tratto mortificato e senza calori.” Relation
of the Venetian ambassador Zorzo Zorsi, in the doouments of Ranke, Franzdsis-
che Geschichte, v. 286.

! This singular document, under date of February 10, 1688, was published in
full in the Meroure frangois, xxii. 284, eto. The carious may read the most
important provisions in Bayle, 8. v. Louis XIII. See Benoist, Histoire de
1’Edit de Nantes, ii. 578,

? Bayle, ubi supra.
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rine de’ Medici, more than a half century before, she found in
the sudden death of a husband given to the love of other women,
a happy release from a condition of things under which she had
long chafed. The infelicities that had characterized her ten
years of married life were known by report to all the world, and
many a courtier had witnessed the outbreaks of her indignation
with her husband, against which even that brave but dissolute
prince being unable to stand, he consulted his quiet, if not his
safety, by a precipitate flight from her presence.! There were
those indeed who, despite the queen’s protestations of sorrow,
by no means held her guiltless of compassing Henry's death.
However that might be, the deed of Ravaillac threw into her
hands a power which the sequel proved she knew not how to
use for the best interests of France. Twenty years later the
Venetian ambassador Zorzi described her to the senate of the
republic as a woman who never forgot her fancied wrongs, who
aimed solely at pleasing herself, and who had no solicitude for
the common weal. On the other hand, he admitted that she
was generous and liberal to the extreme, loving letters and
literary men, by whom she delighted excessively in hearing
herself praised.?
The most truly representative Protestant of France, at the
period at which this history opens, was undoubtedly Philippe de
* Mornay, Seigneur du Plessis Marly, and Baron de la Forest

1 Cardinal Richelieu was informed by the Duke of Sully, that he had never
seen the king and queen together for a week without a quarrel. Once, fearing
that Marie de’ Medici was about to give Henry a blow, the duke lowered her
upraised arm with so much roughness that she afterward averred that Sully had

rstruck her. In spite of this she was grateful to him for his interference. Mé-
moires du Cardinal de Richelieun (Histoire de 1a Mbre et du Fils), Petitot edi-
tion, x. 152, Sully himself gives a better idea of Henry’s domestic misery,
especially in chapter 89 of the second part of his Mémoires (vol. iii., p. 75¢
seq ), where he relates a conversation that took place 2s the king and the duke
were pacing the spacious halls of the arsenal. Even the sight of the munitions
of war which his provident minister had laid up there and in the neighboring
Bastile, the one hundred cannon ready for service between which he was walk-
ing, the equipment for fifteen thousand foot and three thousand horse, the one
hundred thousand cannon balls and two million pounds of powder, and the
seven millions of gold orowns in his chests—could not banish from the king's
mind the remembrance of the queen’s ungovernable temper.

* Relazione di Zorzo Zorzi, belonging to the end of 1629 or the beginning of
"1630, among the docaments in Ranke, Franzosische Geschicte, v. 287.



1610 ACCESSION OF LOUIS THE THIRTEENTH 17

sur Sévre, commonly spoken of as Duplessis Mornay. Other
noblemen indeed were to be found professing the same religion,
Duolessis whose rank was superior to his, and who could boast
Momuay. the of & more illustrious lineage and of broader posses-
Prot- . .
estant statee- Sions. But not one among them all enjoyed so deep
o and sincere consideration among his fellow-believers,
because not one superadded to the reputation of genuine and
unselfish devotion to the interests of his brethren in the faith,
intellectual abilities recognized to be of a high order, and a
calmness of judgment never so precious an endowment as in the
midst of civil commotion or among the perils of an uncertain
peace. For if there was any adviser to whose wise counsels the
Huguenots might turn for safe guidance through another minor-
ity, it was the loyal and prudent statesman and soldier, whom
Henry of Navarre had, more than a score of years before,
selected for the responsible post of governor of Saumur, at the
passage of the river Loire.

Duplessis Mornay was born at Buhy, in the Isle de France,
on the fifth of November, 1549, during the reign of Henry the
Second, and was consequently older by four years than the
chivalrous prince to whose service he devoted almost: his entire
life. His father, a decided Roman Catholic, caused him to be
educated in the popular faith. There would have been no lack
of opportunities for ecclesiastical promotion, had the young
man been inclined to enter a profession to which, as a younger
son and as a lad of somewhat delicate constitution, he was at one
time destined. There were prelates of influence among his near
kinsmen. A maternal uncle was successively bishop of Nantes,
and archbishop of Rheims. The prelate offered to resign the
former see in favor of his nephew. Another uncle was dean of
Beauvais, and a cousin was archbishop of Arles. But a mother’s
secret instructions, reinforced by his own independent investi-
gation, led Duplessis Mornay to embrace early in life the doc-
trines of the Reformation.

An extraordinary thirst for letters characterized his child-
hood. This was not quenched even by a serious interruption
occasioned by dangerous illness. Indefatigable in study, his
scholarship covered a wide range of subjects. He became
familiar with languages which it was not the fashion of even

2
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the most cultivated of noblemen to undertake, and buried him-
self in researches such as the most erudite alone dreamed of
making. He not only read and wrote with ease and elegance
his own native tongue and Latin, the universal language of
statesmanship and diplomacy, but mastered the difhculties of
several of the languages of central and southern Europe. His
knowledge of Greek literature and philosophy was as broad as
it was thorough. He studied the Greek of the New Testament
and the Hebrew of the Old with as much assiduity as if he in-
tended to become a professed theologian. He was proficient
in law, and wrote as persuasively concerning international obli-
gations as regarding the truth of the Christian religion. His
culture was broadened by travels, extensive for the times in
which he lived, and by a sojourn for the sake of study at Hei-
delberg, at Padua, and at Venice. If in more than one place he
nearly fell into the prisons of the Inquisition, he felt himself
more than recompensed for the danger encountered by the
opportunities he enjoyed for becoming acquainted with the
constitutions and politics of foreign states, and securing the
friendship of scholars and statesmen like Hubert Languet, and
Sir Francis Walsingham.

On his return to his native land, he wrote, when barely
twenty-three years of age, a masterly plea for the justice and
expediency of waging war against the Spaniard in defence of
the Low Countries. It was the paper which Admiral Gaspard
de Coligny presented to King Charles the Ninth, a month or
two before the butchery of St. Bartholomew’s Day—a document
80 clear in its statements and so forcible in its deductions, that
De Thou has not hesitated to incorporate a summary of its ar-
guments in his immortal history of his times. Duplessis Mor-
nay barely escaped with his life from the Parisian massacre,
but his experience of the perfidy of one of the Valois kings of
France did not discourage him from the attempt to induce that
His res.  KiNg's successor and the last of his house to enter upon
Use on the & course which would have secured his realm from all
themnieg  further aggression on the part of Philip the Second.
ofSpain.  Pyplessis Mornay’s treatise “on the means of dimin-
ishing the power of the Spaniard,” submitted to Henry the
Third in the spring of 1584, contained the sketch of a project not
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only bold but broad and comprehensive.! Had the sensual king
to whom it was addressed condescended to abandon the inor-
dinate pursuit of low pleasures, and to listen for a while to the
voice of patriotic Frenchmen, in place of the suggestions of the
paid pensioners of the king of Spain, it is not unlikely that he
might have dispelled the gathering cloud of the League, already
big with disaster to his kingdom and to himself, that he might
have saved the lives of countless thousands of his subjects, and
that he might have secured for France a position in European
affairs more proud than that won by the arms of Louis the
Fourteenth. The plan embraced a general league with the
states opposed to the pretensions of the Hapsburg princes—
England, Protestant Germany, Denmark, Netherlands, Turkey.
The addition of the vote of the reforming Archbishop Gebhard
Truchsess of Cologne to the votes of the three Protestant
electors afforded an opportunity, which had never heretofore
presented itself, of employing their numerical preponderance to
exclude the House of Austria from the future possession of the
imperial dignity in Germany. The alliance with Denmark
would close the Sound at Elsinore against the Spaniard, who
from the Baltic obtained grain to provision his troops, wood
and pitch for his navies, saltpetre for the manufacture of his
powder. So important was the Danish friendship, that Philip
had recently offered four hundred thousand crowns in hand paid
to conciliate the amity of the king and to close the northern
passage to the Dutch. Alliance with Turkey would open a new
and shorter line of trade with the Indies, and undermine the
commercial advantages possessed by Spain. To secure great
results only a small expenditure of men and money was neces-
sary. Four thousand arquebusiers and five hundred horse
would enable Archbishop Gebhard to hold out against his
enemies, and, possibly, secure the imperial crown of Germany
for the French monarch, when the throne should first become
vacant. The Dutch might be effectually assisted in their des-
perate struggle by cutting off the communications between the
Spanish troops in the Low Countries and Italy through Bur-

1 ¢¢ Discours au roy Henry III. sur les moyens de diminuer 1'Espaignol, 24
avril 1584,” Mémoires de Duplessis Mornay, ii. 680-508.
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gundy; while the English with their ships guarded the Channel
and precluded intercourse between Spain and her revolted
provinces by sea. An expedition from France might make a
descent upon Minorca; a second might seize Gibraltar, and
give Philip so much to do at home as to restrain him from
troubling his neighbors. While the possession of the Mediter-
ranean sea was thus disputed to his fleets in the East, the
isthmus of Panama might be occupied by another force, and a
formidable bar might be established to the supremacy of Spain
in the western waters. Altogether it was a grand conception,
possibly too grand for execution in all its parts, yet sufficiently
practicable, had the effort to realize it been honestly and vigo-
rously made by him upon whose will the attempt necessarily
depended, to change the character of European history for many
generations. If France could have been spared the horrors of
the civil wars of the close of the sixteenth century, it is not be-
yond the bounds of possibility that Germany, also, might have
been delivered from the ruin and butchery that ran riot
throughout her fair dominions for full thirty years in the seven-
teenth.

Later, Duplessis Mornay fought by the side of Henry of
Navarre in the wars of the League. He distinguished himself
for his courage at Coutras and at Ivry. Before long, however,
the Bearnese discovered that, while he had many gentlemen and
captains equally brave and fearless upon the battle-field with
Philippe de Mornay, he had no counsellor on whose advice he
could so implicitly rely. Moreover Mornay’s was the facile pen
which could best be trusted with the delicate task of giving to
foreign princes and to the world at large, in the most convincing
form, the justification of the actions of Henry of Navarre and
the Huguenots. He was therefore accorded the responsible .
duty of drawing up much the greater part of the important
Protestant state documents of the last quarter of the sixteenth
. century.

One other Huguenot alone might have competed for these
honors. Theodore Agrippa d’Aubigné was no mean scholar.
He was well versed in classical lore, and by nature able to
put his literary acquisitions to excellent use. He was even
more precocious than Duplessis Mornay ; for if we may believe
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his own assertion, at six years of age he already read in four
languages, and eighteen months later he was translating the
puplessis  Crito of Plato, spurred on by his father’s promise that
Mornay coo- his version should be printed with the portrait of the
Theodore  child-author for a frontispiece. But the restless spirit
a%eRigue. of D’Aubigné could ill brook the confinement of
study, at a time when the air was full of tales of war and ad-
venture ; and his midnight escape from his preceptor’s care,
when he ran, clad in a simple shirt, to join the recruiting Hu-
guenot band, was a formal renunciation of systematic learning.
He was but seventeen or eighteen years old at the time. It
was inevitable that Agrippa d’Aubigné’s scholastic attainments
should be less extensive than those of Duplessis Mornay, as his
intellectual grasp was less firm and comprehensive. If D’Au-
bigné's style was superior in some regards to that of Duplessis
Mornay, bearing in every sentence the inimitable marks of true
literary genius, it was also less even and correct, and less adapt-
ed to be the vehicle for the quiet and cogent exposition of
important truth. A brilliant and effective pleader, the southern
Huguenot could never disguise his partisanship, and seemed
always to be attempting to maintain the cause for which he
held a brief. But Duplessis Mornay, with a calmness more
characteristic of northern regions, spoke and wrote as a judge,
whose dispassionate nature rose superior to the conflicting tides
of animosity and prejudice, and pronounced the ultimate deci-
sion of truth upon the matters in controversy. D’Aubigné’s
intellect was keen and incisive, his expression pithy, his striking
phrases lingered longer in the memory of men ; but Duplessis
Mornay’s logical statements and orderly arguments made the
more lasting impression upon those to whom they were ad-
dressed. There were fewer of his witty sayings current, and
the sharpness of his tongue was less dreaded ; but he could, at
least, congratulate himself that he had never made an enemy by
the severity of his language. Thus it was that while D’Au-
bigné alienated even his royal master by his trenchant wit,
Duplessis Mornay retained the confidence and affection of
Henry the Fourth to the very end of his days, despite the plain
truths and even the reproof which, as a counsellor, he had more
than once been compelled to utter in the king’s ear.
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It was no mere accident that when Henry of Navarre re-
ceived from his cousin, Henry of Valois, the city of Saumur,
He 1o ap- 88 8 pledge of the truce into which they had entered,
pointed gov- and as a safe crossing-place on the Loire, he intrusted
Saumor.  jtg safe-keeping to Duplessis Mornay. Saumur had
remained in the Huguenot nobleman’s hands for twenty-one
years, at the time of the king’s sudden demise. From this, the
second city in importance in the County of Anjou,! Philippe de
Mornay exerted an influence in many ways unlike that to which
any other subject of the French crown could aspire. By the
Roman Catholic party he was regarded as the truly represent-
ative Protestant of his time, for his virtues were the most per-
fect embodiment of the doctrines professed by the Reformers ;
while the Huguenots yielded him a respect so sincere, and de-
ferred so generally to his opinions and wishes, that he gained
with the masses of the people the complimentary surname of
Is surnamea - the Pope of the Protestants.” To the strong and
woe poreof gtately castle of Saumur, that great and massive
sota.” structure with lofty round turrets but little changed,
which still from an eminence frowns upon the modern town and
commands the long bridge connecting the northern suburb,
sensible men, Huguenot and Roman Catholic alike, looked for
wise and prudent counsels, with firm assurance that their ex-
pectations would not be disappointed. A patron of arts and
letters, the founder, in his little domain, of the Académie or
University destined to acquire the highest distinction among
the educational establishments of the Protestants, he was from
conviction not less than through the force of circumstances, the
most steadfast and trustworthy advocate of peace.

Of this he had early an opportunity to give proof.

The queen-mother had no sooner heard of the tragic death of
her husband than she seized the reins of government before the
knowledge of the disaster that had befallen France had had
time to be noised abroad. In this prompt action she found
her most valuable coadjutor in the Duke of- Epernon. Free

1 ¢¢ Cest, Sire, 1a seconde ville de vostre duché d’Anjou.” Duplessis Mornay to
the king, March 28, 1615, when announcing the destruction caused by the great
freshet which had carried away the excellent bridges. Mémoires, ed. of 1652,
iii., 742.
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that intriguing nobleman may possibly have been of partici-
pation in the plot for the assassination of Henry the Fourth,
Marlo de Mo d€8Pite the strong conviction of many men well sit-
did s recog- yated for arriving at a true decision ; but certain it is
gent. that he could not have taken measures more steadily
or more successfully, had he been prepared in every particular
for this precise emergency. He assisted the queen-mother both
by word and by deed. Marie de’ Medici had been appointed
by her husband temporary regent during his prospective ab-
sence at the seat of war. No better excuse could have offered
itself for conferring upon her the regency during the minority
of her son. True, the ancient custom of the kingdom gave that
honorable and responsible distinction to the nearest prince of
the blood, as the person most likely to feel a deep interest in
the welfare of the realm, in preference to a princess always an
alien by birth, and certain to be divided in her attachment to
the land of her adoption, by reason of her more deeply seated
affection for the land of her birth. But of the only four princes
of the blood outside of the queen’s children, not one was in a
position to assert his rights. The Prince of Condé was in exile
at Milan, having been forced to leave France that his beautiful
wife might escape the mad passion which had disgraced the last
months of Henry the Fourth. The Count of Soissons with his
young son was indeed in France, but at too great a distance from
Paris to return in season. The Prince of Conty alone was
present in the capital ; but whatever rights he possessed he
was too timid or too negligent to assert.! A prince whose hear-
ing was imperfect, who spoke with difficulty, whose health was
every way infirm, and who was almost incapacitated for manag-
ing his own affairs, was not likely to display much anxiety to
take upon himself the troublesome task of governing a nation.?

1 ¢t Contius, princeps sanguinis, qui tum in aula erat. per metum aut negligen-
tiam silet, jurique renuntiat si quod habuit.” G. B. Gramond, Historiarum
Galliz ab excessu Henrici IV. libri xviii. (Amsterdam, 1653), 5.

? Ch. Bernard, Histoire du roy Louis XIIL, i. 8, describes Conty well as
one ‘‘qui avoit de si grandes incommoditez de 'ouie, de la parole, et de la
santé, que ne pouvant suffire A ges affaires propres, il ne pouvoit pas avoir le
gouvernement d’antruy.” Cardinal Richelieu, when mentioning Conty’s death,
which occurred four years later (August 13, 1614) sums up the poor prince’s
misfortunes in this fashion : *¢ Il étoit si begue qu'il étoit quasi muet, ot n’avoit
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The Parliament of Paris, having been compelled to lend its
spacious hall for the great feast to be given in honor of the
queen’s solemn entry into the capital on the ensuing Sunday,
was holding its sessions temporarily in the Convent of the
Avugustinian friars. It was now hastily summoned. The lead-
ing judges were easily induced to further the queen-mother's
designs. In little more than two or three hours after Henry
had breathed his last, the highest court of judicature in France
issued a formal decree declaring that the entire administration
of affairs had devolved upon his widow during the minority of
the young king. On the very next day, Saturday, the fifteenth of
May, 1610, Louis, attended by his mother, by Chancellor Sillery
and by other officers of state, was received by the judges of
Loais o P2THAMent, all attired in their red gowns, and held
bis it ¢ his first lit de justice. In order that the arrangements

" made without consulting him by his mother and by
parliament might have all the advantage of seeming to emanate
from him, the boy-king was made to repeat a short sentence
that had been taught him, wherein he authorized the chan-
cellor to declare his will respecting the matters in hand. By
the universal consent of the nobles and all others present, the
queen-mother was confirmed in the powers which she had
seized. Only one circumstance occurred to mar the complete
satisfaction of the audience. The judges in drawing up the
formula for the chancellor to read, had taken good care to
insert a clause wherein the king declared that he had appointed
his mother regent “in accordance with the parliament’s decree
given on the previous day.” The wily chancellor when he
came to read the paper aloud, as the duty of his office com-
pelled him to do, is said to have ‘““omitted purposely words
which, being pronounced in so august a presence, would have
seemed to be an official confirmation on the part of the king
and the highest officers of the crown, of the parliament’s right
to take part in the selection of a regent.” Sillery’s excuse was
a lame one, that the omission was due to a slip of memory; but
parliament took good care that the objectionable words should
appear in the official records of the transaction.!

pas plus de sens que de parole.”” Mémoires (Histoire de 1a Mére et du Fils),
x. 350. !Gramond, p. 7.
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One Huguenot alone there was in Paris who might, it was
thought, by his prompt and energetic interference, either have
frustrated the queen’s designs, or himself assumed so impor-
tant a part as to secure a guarantee for the protection of his
own interests and the interests of his fellow Protestants. The
mepuxe Duke of Sully, Superintendent of the Finances, and
ofSuly.  the leading statesman in Henry’s council, held at his
master’s death the important post of governor of the Bas-
tile. As such and as grand master of the artillery and superin-
tendent of the fortifications, he would seem to have had the
fortunes of the city and of the new king at his disposal. There
were reasons, however, based upon his character and previous
history that rendered it impossible for him to obtain a com-
manding position at the present juncture.

Maximilian of Béthune, Marquis of Rosny, whom the late
king, four years before his death, created Duke of Sully with the

rank of a peer of the realm, offers us a character as full
cesothis of inconsistencies and contradictions as was the char-

acter of his royal master himself. Among the courtiers
there was no one that surpassed him in pliancy or in inflexibil-
ity ; for he resisted the monarch’s determinations with as little
compunction as he lent himself to the accomplishment of his
majesty’s whims. His occasional condescensions surprise us
no less than his more frequent exhibitions of opposition to
Henry's will. At one time he is the ready tool of the king in
breaking up the marriage arrangements between Catharine of
Bourbon and her cousin, the Count of Soissons; and in the
accomplishment of his task, which requires that he shall obtain
and destroy the written promises which the lovers had inter-
changed, he is compelled to stoop to actions as mean as they are
dishonorable. At another time Le braves the royal displeasure
and incurs the undying hatred of mistresses supposed to be all-
powerful with the licentious prince, by interposing to rescue
Henry from the results of his own folly. He is determined that
no one of the frail women with whom Henry has consorted
shall sit as queen of France in place of Margaret of Valois. He
braves Gabrielle d'Estrées to her face, and in the king’s de-
clared preference of his disinterested counsellor to his mistress,
the latter reads the death-warrant of her cherished hopes.
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When Henry has gone so far in his imprudence as to hand the
Marquise of Verneuil a document conditionally pledging him
to marry her should she bear him a son, Maximilian does not
hesitate, when he gets possession of the paper, to tear it in pieces
before his master’s very eyes, and accompanies the act with
severe and impolitic remonstrances on Henry’s conduct. Only
the confidence with which Sully has inspired the king in the
sincerity and unswerving fidelity of his purpose, saves the min-
ister from instant disgrace.

If the devotion of the duke to the prince whose fortunes he
had so long followed serves as the single clew to the maze of his
political acts, we shall be compelled to look elsewhere for the
means of reconciling the contradictions of his personal life.
He had almost in so many words expressed the opinion that the
Huguenot king must abjure the faith in which he had been
brought up, if he would make good his title to the throne of
France. Yet Sully himself remained constant in his profession
of the Protestant religion to the end of his days. His exposi-
tion of the arguments for and against the royal change to the
Roman Catholic communion, as set forth by his own pen or by
his secretaries, exhibits so little of conscientious conviction that
the reader imagines that he can hear the cynical laugh that ac-
companied the spoken words and can detect the scarcely con-
cealed scepticism of the speaker even as to the reality of any
future state of rewards and punishments. Yet for himself
Sully refused to listen to any inducements that might be offered
Amee. O him by Henry, and preferred to die, as he had lived,
warm Prot- 8, Protestant. It would be pleasant could we believe

that there was some show at least of cordial attach-
ment either to the doctrines, or to the forms of worship, of the
church of his choice. But here again disappointment awaits
us. A more careless or irreverent worshipper could scarcely
have been found in the French Reformed Churches. The man
who represents himself as having declined the offer of the sword
of High Constable of France for himself, and of the hand of one
of the king’s daughters for his son—advantages that would have
dazzled many another nobleman in France and many a prince
beyond its borders—and this simply because he could not bring
himself to increase in honors, or in goods, or in dignities at the
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expense of his conscience, at the same time declaring that
should he ever have occasion to change hisreligion, he would do
it in consequence of having been convinced, and not through
ambition, avarice, or vanity '—this very man behaved in a man-
ner betokening contempt rather than respect for the worship of
God’s house.? He almost always came late to the services held
in his castle, and took the honorable place reserved for him af-
ter having made the congregation wait long for his appearance.
He remained seated and with his hat upon his head even in
prayer time, and, for the most part, was more engaged playing
with a little dog which he held upon his knees, than in listening
to the words of the service. Such conduct was not edifying,
though it must be confessed, it was little worse than that of the
Duke of Bouillon, who himself informs us that during his em-
bassy to England, in 1612, he attended divine worship with
James the First, in order to see the ceremonies of the estab-
lished church, and spent the whole time that the sermon, and,
perhaps, the services, lasted, in giving his majesty a history of
everything that occurred in France pertaining to the Protestants
from the assembly of Saumur down.® A gradual improvement of
the manners of the Duke of Sully is said to have been noticeable
in his last years, thanks to the faithful admonitions of a young
minister. He is even stated to have submitted himself to the
discipline of a regularly organized church instituted in his
castle, and to have accepted the office of an elder and dis-
charged its functions until his death. But the fruits of his
tardy piety, whatever its character may have been, belong to
his old age and to a period much later than that which is now
under consideration.! Not only did the Protestants find great
fault with Sully’s lukewarmness in matters of religion, but they
were scandalized by the fact that when writing to the pope, he

! Mémoires de Sully, c. 177.—One need not be so incredulous as Marbault,
secretary of Duplessis Mornay, in his ¢ Remarques sur les Mémoires des Sages
et Royalles (Economies d’Estat '’ passim, to entertain some suspicion that the duke
is attributing to Henry greater promises than that prince ever made, or, if he
made them, ever thought of fulfllling.

* Benoist, ubi infra.

¥ Autograph Journal of Bouillon now in the archives of the Duke of La Tré-
mouille, quoted in Schickler, Eglises du Refuge en Angleterre, i. 404.

4 Benoist, Histoire de ’Edit de Nantes, ii. 536.
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addressed him as “ Your Holiness ;” quite as & Roman Catho-
lic would have done.! When the duke was sent as ambassador
to congratulate James the First on his accession, the king took
the duke to task for this, and expressed his opinion that to des-
ignate the Roman pontiff thus, was an insult to Almighty God,
in whom alone holiness resides. Sully defended himself by
alleging the example of a number of princes who lay claim to
crowns and kingdoms the possession of which is in other hands.
In order not to offend them needlessly, said he, we do not hesi-
tate to give them the title which they appropriate to them-
selves.?

But whatever may be thought of the depth of Sully’s re-
ligious convictions, there can be no doubt of the immense ser-
His vice he had rendered to France in every one of the of-
srfeio fices which it had been the king's pleasure to confer

“ upon him. A country well nigh ruined by the slaughter
of tens of thousands of its inhabitants, in the course of protract-
ed civil wars, and by the destruction of scores of towns and
villages, & country whose fertile fields lay fallow, whose trade
languished, whose manufactures were prostrate, called for a man
of large and liberal views to start it upon the slow and painful
road to recovery. In the few years in which Sully was per-
mitted to control its resources, he brought order out of confu-
sion. The payment of the interest upon the enormous public
debt was provided for. Husbandry received great marks of en-
couragement. The heavy burdens resting upon the tiers état
were somewhat readjusted, so that they might more easily be
borne. The rapacity of the nobles was checked by a fearless
minister whose stern integrity was above reproach ; by a minis-
ter who cared little whom he offended by rough words and by a
remorseless exposure of all plots concocted to rob the treasury
committed to his charge.

The avenues of commerce received due attention. Great roads
were laid out, lined with rows of stately elms. A system of
canals was projected, and partially undertaken, to unite the two
seas and bring the remote interior of France into direct com-

1 Benoist, Histoire de I'Edit de Nantes, ii, 208.
3 Mémoires de Sully, iif. 892,
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munication with tide-water. The capital was embellished with
imposing structures and strengthened by formidable works of
defence. New streets were opened. At least one bridge com-
pleted by Sully remains to our days bearing witness to the wise
forethought and fruitful activity of Henry’s great minister.!

But the knife that pierced the king’s heart cut short the
duke’s beneficent career. The suddenness of the calamity that
Hisimresorp. P€fell France deprived the prudent counsellor, for the
fion tter or. time, of his accustomed self-possession. In this,
der. Sully’s experience was the experience of many an-
other devoted friend of the crown. His first impulse was to
hasten to the Louvre and take the young heir to the throne and
the queen-mother under his protection. In fact he sallied forth
from the Bastile at the head of a band of horse to carry the
plan into execution. But midway on his ride, at the spot
known as the Croix du Trahoir, he received tidings that changed
his purpose. A party of courtiers whom he met and exhorted
to stand faithfully by the queen and her son, retorted by in-
forming him that it was they that were demanding the promise
of loyalty from others. To the excited mind of the duke, fully
aware that his political course, not less than the asperity of his
manners, had made him a host of enemies, the words had an
ominous sound. He fancied that his honors and dignities, pos-
sibly his life and the lives of his fellow Huguenots, were in
danger from a conspiracy the extent of which it was impossible
as yet to ascertain. A fear as irresistible as those panic terrors
which sometimes seize great bodies of soldiers, took possession
of the stout-hearted hero of many a battle. He rode precipi-
tately back to the great fortress, as if fleeing before an enemy,
and ordered the ponderous gates to be closed and barred, as if
expecting an immediate siege. It is even said that he de-
spatched companies of soldiers to seize and bring in the bread
that they could Jay hold of at the markets and in the bakers’
shops, lest his beleaguered garrison might be starved out of their
stronghold, and that he hastened to send a messenger to his
son-in-law, young Henry of Rohan, then in Champagne, bidding

! La France Protestante, in the article upon the Duke of Sully, ii. 484-6, has
well sketched this great man’s services to France. 8ee the Mémoires de Sully
(ed. of 1683), iv. 838, seq., and elsewhere.
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him march toward Paris with the six thousand Swiss under his
command.’ Yet the duke’s alarm, if baseless, was by no means
unreasonable. Why might not the occurrences of thirty-eight
years before be re-enacted? A Huguenot who remembered only
too well his own narrow escape from butchery on the eventful
St. Bartholomew’s Day, might be pardoned for looking for a
repetition of the horrors of that day. Whether welcomed or
scouted, the idea of another such massacre suggested itself also
doubtless to some Roman Catholics. Of this the grim pleasan-
try or scandalous outrage, whichever it may be styled, that was
soon after reported from the district of Cotentin, is a sufficient
proof. The Roman Catholic Baron of St. Poix met upon the
Rough pleas eas. Nighway four poor Huguenots returning from divine
aotry ofthe worship at Grousi, just after tidings came of the mur-
Forx. derous act of Ravaillac. Upon the instant he stopped
them with the rough greeting: “ Die you must! The king is
dead!” He ordered them to kneel upon the ground and to re-
peat their last prayer—In manus tuas. Three of the terrified
peasants complied ; the fourth stoutly refused and received a
beating for his obstinacy.?

It was not until the following day that the Duke of Sully, af-
ter being repeatedly pressed to come to the Louvre, perceived
his mistake and ventured to make his obeisance to the young
king. He was not ill received, but he had missed whatever op-
portunity he might otherwise have had to shape the course of
events. Marshal d’Estrées asserts in his Mémoires that, in a
studied speech, Sully tried to make it appear to the queen and
her son that he had always dissuaded Henry from the war
upon which he was about to enter at the time of his death, and
that, in confirmation of the truth of the statement, the Hugue-
not appealed to Vendome, the king’s illegitimate son, who was
present, and who, he pretended, had several times heard him ex-
press himself in opposition to the king’s purpose. It is highly

1 Mémoires de Bassompierre (Edition of Michaud et Poujoulat), 72 ; Mémoires
de Richelieu (Histoire de 1a Mére et du Fils), x. 182-4. It was Bassompierre
himself that gave Sully the disquieting reply. Mémoires du Maréchal d'Estrées
(Petitot ed.), 188.

? Duplessis Mornay to Villarnoul, June 8, 1610, Mémoires de D. M. (Edition
of 1652), iii. 245.
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improbable that Sully stooped to so mean and unprofitable a
falsehood." But however this may be, the question of the re-
gency had been settled without consulting a single Huguenot,
and it was not in the nature of the case that so well known a
Huguenot, and a Huguenot withal so heartily detested as Sully,
should be invited to retain permanently the position of in-
fluence which he had occupied under Henry the Fourth. His
downfall, though delayed for a few months, could not be
powntann or 8Verted. True, the duke had been one of the most ac-
Sally. tive promoters of the marriage to which Marie de’ Me-
dici owed her present eminence. But the queen-mother hLad
long borne with impatience the haughtiness of his manners, and
could now no longer brook his close economy. For Sully, as
treasurer, did not conceal his disgust at the reckless expendi-
ture of funds laboriously collected for the prosecution of the
wars that were to have placed new laurels on the brow of his
late master. Unhappily, if Marie de’ Medici had made her own
no other part of Henry’s policy, she had at least learned the
dangerous secret of purchasing with substantial equivalents the
support of the doubtful or disloyal. Henry had been prodigal
of money and dignities when he sought to secure the submission
of a Mayenne or a Mercoeur ; the new regent was notless lavish
in dispensing her rewards to the greedy nobles whose acquies-
cence was essential to her government.

The single instance of the Count of Soissons, a prince of the
blood, may suffice for illustration. This nobleman left Paris in
disgust some time before Henry’s death, because the monarch
insisted that the wife of Vendome, his illegitimate son, should
wear a gown sprinkled with fleurs de lis, a privilege to which
only the princesses of the blood were entitled. On hearing of
the king’s assassination, Soissons hurried back, only to learn
upon his arrival at Saint Cloud, that the regency had been con- -
ferred upon the queen-mother. His consequent discontent was
great, but short-lived. He asked and received the following

1 Marshal d'Estrées was confessedly an enemy of Sully, Henry had com-
pelled D’Estrées’s father to resign the office of grand master of artillery, that he
might confer it on Sully. The son never forgot the injury, and, in his Mé-
moires, did not hesitate to show his grat’ { jion at having been able to contrib
ute effectively to Sully’s dismissal.
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compensation for his wounded honor: a yearly pension of fifty
thousand crowns, the governorship of the great province of Nor-
mandy, the reversion of the governorship of Dauphiny and of
the office of grand-master for his son, a boy four or five years of
age, and the payment of a debt of two hundred thousand
crowns which he owed to the Duke of Savoy for the purchase
of the duchy of Montcalier in Savoy.!

A spendthrift princess like Marie de’ Medici had no use for
so frugal a treasurer as Sully. His disgrace was inevitable.

The ecrisis came early in the ensuing year. The queen
avoided the appearance of removing the duke from his offices
as governor of the Bastile and superintendent of the finances,
by pretending to accept the offer of his services which he had
himself made. The surprise of Sully was not inferior to that
which a Spanish grandee might experience should the traveller
from other lands take in their most literal sense his lavish re-
quests that his guest should consider his own the host’s house
and lands. He replied to the queen’s message in a long letter
setting forth in some detail the services he had rendered
France and complaining of the treatment he received in return.?
None the less, however, did he deem it advisable to yield to
the polite request of the regent, lest the more humiliating fate
might await him of summary removal. The Huguenots, for the
most part, condemned his too ready acquiescence, taking the
ground that the duke should not have yielded up advantages in
which his fellow Protestants had some common interest, with-
out consulting one of their political assemblies. Sully, in turn
attempted to justify himself in their eyes, and posing, for the
first time, as a sufferer for his faith, gravely submitted for their
advice the question whether he ought to require at the hands
of the government a compensation in money or in dignities, for

1 Mémoires de Richelieu (Histoire de 1a Mére et du Fils), x. 189-192, 208.

* The text of the letter is given in the Mercure frangois, ii. 70-74. It must
be confessed that Sully makes a neat plea for himself, even if he does not sao-
ceed in extricating himself from his awkward dilemma. ‘‘Que si vostre ma-
jesté m’accuse de lui avoir moi-mesme offert tout ce que je possedois, je le
confesse : Je ne nie point que souvent je n'aye asseurd vostre majesté, que
tout ce qui dependoit de mof, dependoit d’elle, et ma vie mesme. Mais certes,
Madame, j’ advoueray aussi qu'alors je ne pensois pas encore, que faire telles
offres & son prince fust un crime suffisant pour estre despouillé de ses dignites.”
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the offices which had been taken from him. His appeal, to use
the apt remark of Elie Benoist,! would have been very affecting
had he been able to join to all the things to which he called at-
tention, a single good turn that he had done to his religion and
to the churches of France during the period when he had the
power to serve them.

Meantime the queen-mother found no reason to complam of
the deportment of the Huguenots at this grave crisis. Du-
Logalty plessis Mornay lost no time in a.ssuring her of the loyal
ti;esgovernor intentions of his fellow-believers, and in making good
and the Hu- his assurances, by exhorting all whom he could influ-

ence to a hearty submission to the new government.

He wrote to the young king. He wrote to Marie de’ Medici.

He urged the deputy-general of the churches, M. de Villarnoul,
his son-in-law, to impress upon the new regent, that the Prot-
estants draw no subtle distinctions in the matter of loyalty.
Of whatever religion these may be, the Huguenots hold their
kings to be given of God, and believe the persons of their kings
to be sacred.®* He gathered the burgesses of the city committed
to his charge, and urged Roman Catholics and Protestants alike
to mutual forbearance and charity. ¢ Our king,” he said, “ the
greatest king that Christendom has produced in five hundred
years, the survivor of so many hardships, dangers, sieges,
battles, and attempts at assassination, has fallen at length by
the knife of a wretch, who in an instant plunges this whole State
in mourning and bathes all good Frenchmen in tears.” He
took an oath in the presence of the assembly, and called upon
all his hearers to take an oath, to render faithful service to the
young prince and his mother. Then he exclaimed: *XLet not
the words Huguenot and Papist be spoken among us. These
words are forbidden by our edicts. Would also that the ani-
mosities connected with them were extinguished in our hearts!
‘Were there not an edict in the world, if we are Frenchmen, if
we love our country, our families, ourselves, those animosities
should henceforth be effaced from our souls. We need now

1 Histoire de 'Edit de Nantes, ii. 28.

? ¢t Ceux de la religion ne subtilisent point en 'obeisance de leurs roys,’’ eto.
Mémofre des poinots que M. de Villarnoul doit toucher 4 la Royne, in Mém. de
Duplessis Mornay (Ed. of 1652), iii. 252.

8
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but one badge. Whoever proves himself a good Frenchman
shall be my fellow-citizen, shall be my brother. I conjure you
all then to embrace, to have but one heart and one soul. We
are small and our city may be of little consideration ; but let
us be ambitious of this praise, that despite the wickedness of
the age, we set our neighbors a good example of loyalty to our
kings, of love to our country, indeed of care for our own wel-
fare.”!

Nor did the new government delay its recognition of the
rights guaranteed to the Protestants and its profession of a
sincere purpose to maintain inviolate every pledge given by
Henry the Fourth. One of the first documents to
frmethe  which the child-king was made to affix his signature,
Noutes (May Was a solemn Declaration ratifying and confirming the

""" Edict of Nantes. The document is the more worthy
of attention, that it stands at the head of a long series of papers
wherein Louis the Thirteenth and his son freely and unreserv-
edly applaud and re-enact the great law of Henry the Fourth.
The Declaration of the twenty-second of May, 1610, began by
narrating the experience of former kings, who had discovered at
their cost that the fury and violence of arms, so far from serv-
ing the purpose of bringing back their Protestant subjects to
the pale of the Roman Catholic Church, had rather proved det-
rimental to that purpose. It affirmed that the observance of
the Edict of Nantes, published by Henry the Fourth, had intro-
duced an assured peace between all his subjects, a peace which
had continued without interruption until the present time.
Wherefore—*“although that Edict is perpetual and irrevocable,
and consequently has no need of being confirmed by a new
Declaration,” yet to the end that his subjects should be fully
persuaded of the royal intention to require the strict observance
of a law issued for the welfare and quiet of all his subjects, “ as
well Catholics as of the said pretended Reformed religion,” his
majesty declared it his good pleasure to order that the Edict
of Nantes, in all its points and articles, together with the other
articles granted to the Protestants, and the regulations and

1 Propos tenus par M. du Plessis en 'assemblée de la ville de Saumur, le 19
may, 1610, Ibid., ii. 227-229.
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decrees given respecting the interpretation or execution of the
Edict, and in consequence thereof, be inviolably maintained ;
and that all persons contravening its provisions be severely
punished, as disturbers of the public peace. The monarch’s
guardians could not have made him give more unequivocal
testimony to the propriety and utility of the great law of his
father, to its perpetual and irrevocable character, or to the sin-
cerity of his intention to retain it in full force.!

But if the queen was profuse of words of assurance which she
put in the mouth of her son, she was less prodigal of acts that
The regent might have had some substantial value. With Henry
abandons the the Fourth’s death, his noble policy, his large plans,
genr?tbe his very sympathles had also died. The court of the

™ TItalian princess found itself with a war upon its hands,
but with no heart to prosecute that war. Success in such a
campaign as that uapon which Henry was entering when stricken
by Ravaillac’s blade would be worse than defeat ; since success
must strengthen the power of the Protestants and weaken the
power of the Roman Catholics of Germany. Did not Father
Gonthier boldly declare from the pulpit that the captains who
recruited troops for the war against Cleves were acting in de-
fiance of conscience, and that all the shots that might be fired
would lodge in the heart of our Lord himself ? Did not two
Jesuits visit Marshal La Chastre, when on the point of leaving
Paris to take command of the army, and warn him that he
was doomed to eternal fires, if he ventured togo?? This is no
place to narrate in detail the disgraceful story of the tergiversa-
tion of the French court, of hypocritical asseverations on the
part of the queen that she intended to carry out her husband’s
designs, of lying professions made to the representatives of the
allies of the late king by Chancellor Sillery and Secretary Vil-
leroy, which deceived neither the diplomatists themselves nor
the outside world.® From French, the court of Marie de’ Me-

1Text of the Declaration of May 22, 1610, in Benoist, ii., Preuves 3-5.

? Remonstrance 3 messieurs de la court sur 1’assassinat du roy, Mémoires de
Buplessis Mornay, xi. 84, 85. This entire paper is a startling impeachment of
the Jesuits at the bar of public opinion.

* See the admirable account of the sequel to the death of Henry IV. by Mot-
ley, Life and Death of John of Barneveld, i 227, seq.
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dici had become all Spanish. The military preparations which
were kept up for a time came to little, and were not intended
The court an $0 &ccomplish any more. The army in Dauphiny,
Spanish.  ynder command of Lesdiguidres, was disbanded. It
would never do for a Huguenot to lead the soldiers of the Very
Christian king over the Alps and into Italy. Another Hugue-
not, the Duke of Bouillon, deemed himself entitled to conduct
the German campaign, and was actually at Sedan ready to
enter upon his duties. His claim was ignored, and the honor
was conferred upon Marshal la Chastre, an old general of the
League, who, if inferior to the duke in military ability, was at
least orthodox in the faith, and more in sympathy with the new
government.! Marshal la Chastre did, indeed, reach the siege
of Juliers, with his eight thousand foot soldiers and six or seven
hundred horse?in time to see the city surrender to Prince
Maurice of Orange; but his coming was unwelcome and effected
nothing that would not have came about without his intervention.
And this was the end of all the great Henry’s magnificent
schemes. His late enemies were now the dearest friends of his
widow. The Duke of Epernon, whom he both distrusted and
hated, had become all powerful. And Epernon so contrived as
that the trial of Ravaillac should disclose no trace of the mind
that had planned, the hand that had arranged the details of the
foul plot against France’s best king. The Spanish ambassador
and the papal nuncio were no longer strangers to the counsels
of the Louvre, but the most intimate of the friends of the house.
Henry had died with his heart full of schemes whereby he
hoped to humble the Spanish crown, author or promoter of all the
wars that had kept him busy before and since his accession to
the throne. His widow had scarcely donned the habiliments in-
The project- tended to betoken grief, before she was casting in her
edSpanish  mind how best to bring about, not a single marriage, but

" two marriages between Henry’s children and the grand-
children of his worst enemy, Philip the Second. The Duke of
Feria, commissioned to condole with her upon her recent loss,

1 Mémoires du Cardinal de Richelieun, x. 218, 219 ; Mémoires du Maréchal
d’ Estrées, 192, 198, '

$ M. de Seaux to Duplessis Mornay, June 20, 1610, Mémoires de Duplessis
Mornay, xi. 101.
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was the first to broach the subject of the union of Louis to the
Infanta, Anne of Austria, and of the Prince of the Asturias to
Henry’s eldest daughter, and the queen readily entertained the
project.! “From the very beginning of her regency,” says her
confidant, Cardinal Richelieu, “she had ardently desired” the
Spanish marriages.? To the daughter of a simple grand duke
of Tuscany, the prospect of seeing her son upon the throne of
France, while the boy’s sister should be espoused to the heir of
the most powerful empire of Christendom, promised the reali-
zation of fancies once apparently transcending the range of
possibility.

The Huguenots saw in the altered state of affairs the need of
an opportunity to meet together for consultation. They re-
quested permission to hold a political assembly, and it was
granted by the queen-regent, with the less reluctance that the
time for the renewal of the appointment of the Protestant dep-
uties-general had about arrived. The date of the convocation
was fixed for the twenty-fifth of May, 1611, and the place was
to be the town of Chétellerault, in the province of Poitoun.
Meanwhile the indications became daily clearer that Duplessis
Mornay had not erred when he expressed the desire that the
Huguenot assembly should rather be delayed than hastened.

The Protestant movement in France had long seemed to lose
more than it gained by the alliance of the great nobles.

While the churches were of one mind regarding
their interests, and differed little in respect to the course
to be pursued in seeking to obtain their demands, the mutual
jealousy of the members of the powerful families that had es-
poused the Protestant cause was a fruitful source of disquiet
and consequent weakness. Sully, Bouillon, and Lesdiguiéres,
each aspiring to a controlling influence in the Huguenot party,

.m distrusted or hated one another, with a passion which
of the Dukes none of them was willing to bury out of consideration
and 8ully.  for the common weal. The antagonism of Bouillon
and Sully, in particular, was violent and unconcealed. With-
in a few months they had seemed to exchange places, and each

1 Mémoires du Maréchal d’ Estrées, 201.
$ «Que dds le commencement de sa régence elle avoit désirés ardemment.’
Mémoires de Richelieu (Petitot ed.), x. 276,

The Hugue-
nots the
great nobles.
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had adopted the mission of the other. Bouillon, disgusted that
the command of the army sent to Juliers had been intrusted to
Marshal la Chastre instead of to him, at first assumed an atti-
tude of hostility to the new government, and endeavored to
make himself formidable by gaining the support of his fellow-
religionists. He is said to have busied himself sending his
agents at intervals throughout the provinces, to induce the
churches to incorporate in the petitions which they were to
forward to the coming assembly extreme and even unreasonable
demands. He is said furthermore to have insisted that tho
deputies remain together until the demands should be granted ;
a course which would result either in a renewal of war, or in
concessions wrung from the impotence of the court. After a
few months, however, he was restored to favor at Paris, and he
would gladly have recalled his advice ; but it was too late.
Meanwhile the downfall of Sully had occurred, and Bouillon
saw nothing more likely to further his private interest than an
assumption of the part which his rival had laid aside.!

In the first instance Bouillon obtained a signal advantage.
As Chatellerault was situated within the bounds of a province
of which the Duke of Sully was governor, and where Sully’s
counsels would be likely to predominate, Bouillon had no dif-
ficulty in inducing the queen to change the seat of the Hugue-
not assembly to a place outside of Poitou, and to fix upon
Saumur as the substitute. He was less successful in his next
attempt. He had given the court to understand that such was
his influence with the Huguenots that he would easily be elected
to preside over the assembly. But this was an exaggerated
estimate of his support. Great was his astonishment, when the
votes were counted, to find that, of the sixteen provinces into
which Protestant France was divided, only six had declared
themselves in his favor; the remaining ten provinces had un-
hesitatingly and without the knowledge or solicitation of that
gentleman, given their support to Duplessis Mornay, from
whose calm judgment and tried integrity a reconciliation of ex-
isting disputes was confidently expected.?

! Mémoires de Richelieu, x. 247, 248.

? Cardinal Richelieu's statement (Mémoires, x. 249, 250), qu'au lieu dele
porter [sc. Bouillon] 4 1a présidence, on savoit aveo certitude qu'il [Duplessis
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And, indeed, all the prudence of Duplessis Mornay was
needed so to direct the course of the Huguenot assembly as that
it should not run upon the rocks that lay about on every side.
Of the difficulties besetting the deputies at Saumur the most
formidable arose from the fact, which was at that time sus-
pected, but is now positively known, that the Duke of Bouillon
had been virtually bought by the queen to urge the measures
agreeable to her. A month before this—in April—Bouillon had
returned to Paris from Sedan, and the Marquis of Coeuvres,
better known to us as the Marshal d’Estrées, was used by
Marie de’ Medici to sound his disposition. The agent readily
convinced himself that his own task would be an easy one. The
Bouillon con- ke 8t once professed a strong desire to gratify the
sentstobea gqueen, and to do everything in his power for the pub-
couct. lic weal, so far as his honor and conscience would per-
mit. It soon became evident that this proviso would not be
likely to embarrass the duke much in his dealings with his fel-
low-Protestants. Bouillon was willing to receive instructions.
He had been invited to the assembly, but was not a deputy.
He would go to Saumur or remain at court, just as the queen
might direct him to do. So docile a servant of her majesty’s
could naturally be better spared from Paris than from Saumur,
and Bouillon was encouraged to go on his way. This he did
the more cheerfully that the Marquis of Cceuvres had flattered
him with the prospect of receiving the governorship of Poitou,
should Sully be forced to give up that lucrative office, and that,
finding that Bouillon caught at the bait, Marshal Ancre subse-
quently brought him the queen’s express promise that he should
receive the coveted prize. Moreover, he went well supplied
with money “to gratify those whom he might be able to gain
over.”! The results of his mission, we are told, fully corre-

Mornay] étoit résolu de la briguer pour soi: ce qui parut le lendemain, en ce
que de cent soixante suffrages qu’il y avoit, il n'y eut pas dix pour lui,” is a
gratuitous slander, disproved not only by the well-known character of the man,
but by positive evidence.

1 'We have the account of this intrigne from the pen of the man who took the
leading part in bribing the Duke of Bouillon. One scarcely knows which most
to admire, the cool cynicism with which the Marquis of Ceuvres narrates his
successful mission of corruption, or the simplicity with which Bouillon offers to
obey the behests of the queen. See Mémoires du Marichal d’Estrées, 223, 224,
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sponded with the promises which the duke had given. His
prudence, his skill, his firmness enabled him to do a signal ser-
vice to the State. Such at least did the queen and the ministers
and their unscrupulous agent esteem his achievement. Accord-
ingly, when, a few months later, Bouillon returned from Saumur
at the conclusion of the sessions of the Protestant assembly, he
was received at court with the marks of distinction ordinarily
reserved for a general on his return from a successful campaign.
The high chancellor, the veteran secretary of state Villeroy, and
Hisample FTesident Jeannin waited upon him, in a body, to do
recompense. him honor and to testify the lasting obligations under
which he had laid the monarch and all France. This was in
itself an extraordinary display of favor. It was followed very
shortly by a gift of a more substantial character; Marie de’
Medici was pleased to bestow upon the great Huguenot noble-
man the stately mansion henceforth known as the Hoétel de
Bouillon, in the Faubourg Saint Germain.!

But it is time that, leaving the former companion of Henry of
Navarre, who had now so far forgotten the dictates of honor as
to betray for pecuniary considerations the cause which he pre-
The poitticar’ teded to support, we should return to the assembly of
ey Saumur, which, against such odds, was attempting to
85,1611.  gecure to the Huguenots the undisturbed enjoyment
of the rights conceded to them by the Edict of Nantes.

The failure of the marshal to obtain the presidency was not
the only evidence that the deputies were determined to pursue
a resolute course. The election of Duplessis Mornay to the
first place at the disposal of the assembly was followed by the
choice of Daniel Chamier, the intrepid pastor of Montélimart, as
adjunct moderator, and of Desbordes Mercier, as secretary or
scribe. These were men whom no money could purchase—men
of the incorruptible sort that were the despair of the royal
court, and whom consequently Cardinal Richelieu delights in

1 Mémoires du Maréchal d'Estrées, 289. ¢‘Ce qui parut fort considérable,” is
D’Estrées’s comment upon the congratulatory visit of the three leading mem-
bers of the royal council. Pontchartrain, also, in his diary under date of Novem-
ber, 1611, has something to say of the gracious reception given by Marie de’
Medioi, * pour les bons services qu'il avoit rendus dans I'assemblée de Saumur.”
Mc¢moires (Petitot ed.), 1. 485.
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characterizing as two of the most seditious men in France, de-
picting the former as a leader of his fellow Huguenots, so far as
he was able, to extreme resolutions, and the latter as a preacher
of fire and blood.! The rest of the assembly was fairly repre-
sentative of the body of the people in whose name it sat. There
were thirty noblemen or gentlemen, twenty ministers, sixteen
members of the tiers état, and four delegates from the city of La
Rochelle. These seventy persons sat for the fifteen Protestant
provinces proper, while Béarn, which claimed to rank as a six-
teenth province, on an equality with those comprised within
the limits of the ancient kingdom of France before the union of
Navarre under a single crown, had also sent a minister and a lay
delegate.? Four great noblemen, Marshal Lesdiguiéres and the
dukes of La Trémouille, Bouillon, and Sully, who, although
deputed by no province, had been invited to be present by special
letters addressed to them, brought up the total number of mem-
bers to seventy-six persons.! The two deputies-general, chosen
by the Protestants in 1607 and confirmed by Henry the Fourth
in the following year, were in attendance. It was one of the
principal objects of the meeting to select their successors. The
sessions of the assembly were held in the spacious hitel de ville
of Saumur, which had been carefully prepared for its reception,
in & manner comporting with the august character of the body.
All eyes throughout the kingdom were directed in expectation
to Saumur. “The holding of this assembly,” wrote a contem-
porary, “ gave matter for talk in all the towns of France, for
never had such an one been seen, or one in which there sat so
many dukes and great lords of that religion, and that too during
the minority of a king.” 4

With the Protestants the election of the persons who were to
serve as their deputies-general at the court of Louis the Thir-

1 Mémoires de Richelien (Histoire de 1a Mere et du Fils), x. 250.

% One of the first decisions of the assembly, adopted even before the election .
of its officers, was to admit Béarn to take part in its deliberations, on the ground
that that distriot had, ever since the days of Jeanne d’Albret, been united with
the churches of France ‘‘ in doctrine, in discipline, and in sufferings for the
same faith.” Anques, Histoire des Assemblées politiques, 281.

3 Charles Read, Daniel Chamier (Paris, 1858), 815 ; Mercure frangois, ii. 165.

‘Mercure frangois, ii. 166.
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teenth and his mother during the ensuing few years was rather
the occasion than the reason of seeking the present convoca-
Protestant  ti0D. There were grievances to be remedied ; above all
grievances.  there was another effort to be made to secure the point
which had been the goal of all their exertions during the past
ten or twelve years. The Edict of Nantes as originally agreed
Demand for UPON by the royal commission and signed by Henry
e aives in the month of May, 1598, was as perfect a law as
grauted.  could be hoped for under existing conditions ; but the
Edict of Nantes as modified and registered by the Parliament
of Paris in February, 1599, was by no means so satisfactory an
instrument. It was, for instance, a very different tribunal which
Henry the Fourth at first intended to establish in the capital,
for the adjudication of those cases in which the Protestants
were concerned, from that which he was persuaded by his Ro-
man Catholic advisers to substitute for it. It is true that even
in the “ Chamber of the Edict” of Paris according to its orig-
inal constitution, the Protestant judges numbered but six out
of sixteen, and were barely enough to protect the interests of
their fellow-religionists in matters so evidently just that they
could count upon the support of two or three votes of the fairest
among their Roman Catholic colleagues. But it was quite
another thing when, as in the registered edict, only a single one
of the newly appointed judges of the Reformed faith was admitted
to the Chamber especially charged with the affairs in which mem-
bers of the less numerous religious communion were concerned,
while the other five judges were distributed, one in each of the
“chambres des enquétes” of the Parliament of Paris.! Six
Protestants in a court of sixteen judges might have offered some
effective resistance to unrighteous and oppressive conduct on
the part of the majority ; a single Protestant among so many
Roman Catholics was practically powerless.

But beside the restoration of the Edict of Nantes to its ear-
liest terms, there were other things upon which the minds of
the Huguenots were ardently set. Many hardships needed to

! Compare the 80th article of the edict in its original form in Anquez, Histoire
des Assemblées politi

ques, 466, with the same article in its modified form in
Edits, Déclarations et Arrests, xx., xxi.
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be removed. New measures were required to secure the enforce-
ment of the edict’s provisions where these were now rendered
nugatory through the carelessness, or active hostility, of the of-
ficers of the law; and the privileges enjoyed by some more
highly favored provinces must, if possible, be definitely ex-
tended to other portions of the kingdom. Among other things,
the door ought to be closed so far as possible to undue influence
from without, upon the choice of the men that were to represent
the churches at court. The king must be induced to permit the
Protestants to hold their political assemblies regularly every
two years, and to accept the two deputies-general whom they
should elect ; instead of insisting upon the submission of six
names of the candidates from among whom he might select the
two most easily approached through the avenues of flattery, cu-
pidity, or ambition.

Scarcely had the assembly set itself at work upon the me-
morial which was to embrace and set forth in due form the
Theroyn  S€Parate grievances contained in the particular me-
envoys.  morijals handed in by the provincial assemblies, before
the envoys of the royal court made their appearance. They
were two in number, and both were members of the council of
state. Jean de Tumery, Seigneur de Boissize, was a Roman
Catholic. Claude de Bullion was a Protestant, of that facile
character which found many representatives at this period, a
Protestant with whom the interests of the nobleman whose ser-
vice he happened for the time to be following, decidedly out-
weighed all considerations of religious duty, or even of personal
integrity. Boissize and Bullion brought a letter from the queen-
regent and her son, and assurances that their Majesties were
ready to hear and to grant the just requests of the Huguenots.
First of all, however, they called upon the members of the as-
mheyas.  Sembly to make choice of the six candidates for the of-
Sumgethe fice of deputy-general! But among the hopes held
not demand. forth was certainly no encouragement to expect that
any radical change would be conceded in the organic law under
which the Huguenots were living. * There is no other edict,”
said the royal commissioners, ‘ than the one that was registered

! Mercure frangois, ii. 178.
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by parliament, the edict under which all the king’s subjects have
lived in peace since the year 1598. The changes made in it at
the time of the registration were of little moment and were
adopted after long and mature deliberation, and with the con-
sent of the chief men of your religion.”! A little later they
added : “It would not be seemly for the queen, who acts only as
a guardian and trustee of the kingdom, to make any alteration in
the edict during the king’s minority.”* And when they had re-
ceived in their hands the assembly’s memorial, the commissioners
continued to urge the Protestants to make their nomination and
promptly break up a meeting which, they asserted,  gave great
umbrage to many both within and without the realm.” ®

There was indeed no lack of men, in the bosom of the assembly
itself, who were ready to advocate unconditional submission to the
will of the court. Among these, as might be expected, the Duke
of Bouillon distinguished himself. He went so far as to recom-
mend his fellow-Protestants to give up every safeguard which
they still had for the maintenance of their rights. In an ad-
dress described by one who was present as “very moving,” he
declared that he would have the Huguenots, of their own free
will, renounce possession of all their hostage towns, and place
themselves wholly at the discretion of the queen and of her
council. He concluded his speech by exalting to the skies the
glory which the Protestants would earn by thus voluntarily
DAubignss exposing themselves to suffer martyrdom. Among
Indigustion ' the hearers was Agrippa d’Aubigné, one of the duke’s
propositions. o}d comrades in arms under the standard of Henry
of Navarre. He listened to Bouillon’s proposition with as
much indignation as he had felt, a quarter of a century before,
when the same speaker, at that time simple Viscount of Tu-
renne, in a Huguenot council of war, pusillanimously advocated
a course of patient endurance of insult and oppression.! If

1 Mercuare francois, ii. 180.

*Ib., ii. 181. *‘¢Qu’il ne seroit pas a propos 3 1a Royne (qui n’estoit que comme
tutrice et administratice du Royaume) de changer aucune chose au dit Edict du-
rant la minorité du Roy.”

31b., if. 182.

4 The Huguenots and Henry of Navarre, i. 838, etoc. The conference at Gui-
tres took place in 1585.
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Agrippa’s words on the former occasion were eloquent and con-
vincing, his retort on the present occasion was even more tren-
chant. He exhibited to the Huguenot assembly the absurdity
of the duke’s positions, and closed with these words : * Yes, sir,
the glory of martyrdom cannot be extolled with too much praise.
Blessed beyond measure is he that endures suffering for Christ!
It is characteristic of a good and true Christian to expose him-
self to martyrdom for Christ’s sake. But to expose one’s brethren
to martyrdom, and to make the path to it easy for them, is
characteristic of a traitor or a hangman.” !

Unable to obtain from the two royal deputies an answer to
the memorial which it had drawn up, the assembly, early in the
summer (on the twenty-third of June), elected five of its mem-
bers to carry this important document, together with three or
four papers of less moment, to Paris, and to urge upon the govern-
ment to grant a favorable reply. Meanwhile, during their ab-
sence, extending over a space of five or six weeks, the assembly
matured a scheme for a more complete organization of the Prot-
estant party, and gave it definite form, in the famous ordinance
signed on the twenty-ninth of August,1611.* If the Huguenots
More com-  Weresstill to maintain themselves as a distinct body,
Do e surrounding themselves with those safeguards which
Huguenols.  gyperience had led them to seek in the many despe-
rate struggles through which they had to pass with a vigilant
enemy, if the public faith pledged in royal edicts and declara-
tions and sanctioned by solemn registrations by courts of parlia-
ment was yet an insufficient reliance as against popular malice
fostered by a clergy which still scouted the very suggestion of per-
manent religious liberty for dissenters from the Roman Catholic
and Apostolic Church, and which did not disguise its estimate
of the Edict of Nantes, as possibly a convenient temporary ex-

! Mémoires d’'Agrippa d’Aubigné (Edition Panthéon littéraire), 510.—D’ Au-
bigné claims to have prevented Bouillon from obtaining the presidency of the
assembly of Saumaur, and to have opposed loudly several proposals which the
duke made with the view of engratiating himself with the court. Thus a friend-
ship of thirty years’ standing between the two soldiers came to an end.

1 Réglement général, dressé en 'Assemblée générale des Eglises Réformées
de France tenue 3 Saumur, en I’an mil six cens onze, par permission du Roy.
Benoist, Histoire de '’Edit de Nantes, ii., pi¢ces justificatives, 5-9.
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pedient for the king of a country distracted by a diversity
of religion to enact, but in reality “ an edict the most accursed
that can be imagined, whereby liberty of conscience is granted
to everyone, which is the worst thing in the world”'!'—if, in
short, the Huguenots must still look to their own stout arms to
protect their liberties and, indeed, their lives, then the new solici-
tude which the assembly of Saumur displayed to perfect their
organization, in view of the new perils of another minority
under another Italian queen of the same Medici family as re-
gent of the kingdom, cannot be regarded as singular or mis-
placed.

The provisions of the scheme so nearly resembled the pro-
visions of the plans adopted by the Huguenots in the course
of the preceding reign, that it is unnecessary to describe the
assemblies, general and provincial, and the provincial councils,
bodies to which, in conjunction with the deputies resident at
the court, the duty was entrusted of watching over the interests
of the churches. The only novel feature that dates from the As-
sembly of Saumur is the institution of still another form of de-
liberative body, in what soon came to be popularly known as
“the assemblies of the circle.” Whenever any province found
Retablieh- itself menaced by dangers or difficulties too great for
ment of the  its unaided powers to contend with, it was henceforth

" authorized to call upon the neighboring provinces, to
the number of not less than three, to send deputies from their
councils to a designated place, for mature and decisive action.
Whether the “cercle ” derived its name from the circles into
which the German Empire was divided, or not, may be uncer-
tain. There is no doubt, however, that the innovation was re-
garded by the opponents of the Huguenots as fraught with
mischief to the state, and a capital device for enabling a sedi-

tious party to find pretexts at will to throw the kingdom into
confusion.?

! The opinion of Pope Clement the Eighth, expressed to Cardinal d’Ossat, in
the audience of March 27, 1599, is reported by the latter to Henry 1V., in a dis-
patch dated the next day. Lettres du Cardinal d’Ossat, ii. 44. See the Hugne-
nots and Henry of Navarre, ii. 431, 432.

2See Richelieu, Mémoires, x. 252, Benoist, ii. 58-60, 109 ; Anquez, Hist. des
Assemblées politiques, 247-250.
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Meanwhile the Huguenot delegates sent to the royal court
were well received, but accomplished nothing. Admitted one
evening to a pompous audience at the Louvre, where, besides
TheProt- the queen-mother, there were assembled the princes
estant del-  of the blood and the great officers of state, her majesty

aris. very graciously informed them that their petitions
had been answered, and that in a favorable manner. To this
the five Huguenots replied by thanking her very humbly.
Next, the chancellor made them an address, insisting much upon
the obedience of subjects to their prince. He dwelt long on
the queen-mother’s kindness to men of both religions, and
especially her grace in answering the Huguenot documents.
What the particular replies were, he did not state. It would
take too long. Suffice it to say, the Huguenots should have
their places of security for five years more, with the support of
the garrisons. They should have an increase of the allowance
for the maintenance of their pastors. Other points ia their
demands were as well provided for. It was therefore high time
that the Saumur assembly should attend to the chief matter
for which it convened—that it nominate its six candidates for
the office of deputy-general—and break up. At every turn the
same words met them; the poor delegates wrote home that
they knew not what to do.! Finally they returned to Saumur.
There the royal commissioners, faithful to their instructions,
imitated the stubbornness displayed at the Louvre. They had
in their possession the Huguenot demands with the answers
written over against each article ; but they positively refused to
give them up until the nomination had been made. In vain
did Duplessis Mornay and others insist that the knowledge of
the court’s answers was indispensably necessary to enable the
assembly to give proper instructions to the new deputies. All
they could elicit from the Protestant royal commissioner Bul-
lion, was a declaration that he was willing to risk his soul’s
salvation on the truth of his words, when he assured his fellow-
believers that they would be satisfied with the queen’s conces-

1See their own curious account—Lettre de Mess. de la Caze, de Courtamer,
Ferrier, de Mirande et Armet, 3 M. Duplessis Mornay, Paris, July 24, 1611,
Mémoires de Duplessis Mornay, xi. 2564-7.

/
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sions. Still Duplessus Mornay and the majority of the assembly
remained unmoved in their determination. Even the solicita-
tion of Lesdiguiéres, who wrote from Vizille in support of the
court’s policy, had no effect.!

Then it was that the commissioners fell back upon a measure
the credit for the invention of which seems to be due to the
fertile but treacherous brain of the Duke of Bouillon. To such
advantage had this unprincipled nobleman exerted himself that
there had been gained over, not indeed a majority of the as-
sembly, but somewhat over a score of members.* Some had
been imposed upon by the asseverations of the commissioners,
others had been overpersuaded, others still, unless they were
greatly maligned, had been brought over by direct bribes.?

Knowing that they could depend upon a sufficiently large
number of persons to bear a semblance of respectability, the
royal commissioners now produced a letter from the queen-
The queen- mother of a somewhat startling character. The as-
threatens fo sembly was commanded for the last time to make
:::yeominor- instant choice of its candidates. In case of disobe-
sembly.  dience, not only did Her Majesty revoke the permis-
sion granted to hold the gathering and declare all its proceed-
ings null and void, but she empowered the obedient minority
to assume the functions of the entire body, to elect the six
persons from whom she would select the deputies-general, and
to receive in turn the answers which she had been pleased to
make to the Huguenot petition.!

The blow had been well struck to carry confusion into the

! Lesdiguidres to Duplessis Mornay, Vizille, August 28, 1611, Mémoires de D.
M., xi. 280.

2 Richelieu reckons the number of those uapon whom the queen-mother could
count at exactly twenty-three, and mentions by name Chétillon, Parabére, Bris-
sac, Villemade, Guitry and Destrehdres. Mémoires, x. 262. Henry of Rohan
speaks of twenty-five, Mémoires, 102.

3 Mirande, La Caze, and Ferrier, the preacher of Nismes, soon to become famous
for the commotion which he occasioned, are specially mentioned as having been
bought with money. Anquez, Assemblées politiques, 251.

‘Lettre de la royne presentée & 1'assemblée générale des églises reformées de
France, tenant & Saulmur, par M. de Bullion, conseiller an conseil d’estat,
le 8 septembre, 1611. The letter is dated Paris, August 37. Mémoires de Duples-
sis Mornay, xi. 281-287.
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Huguenot ranks and to render incurable the dissensions already
developed among the adherents of the same cause. Its worst
By his tact effects, however, were averted by the promptness and
Dipivesis sagacity of Duplessis Mornay. Taking advantage of
ries the eé’m his position as moderator of the assembly, no sooner

had the queen’s letter been read, than he disappointed
the expectations of those who looked that the missive should
prove a signal for the outbreak of disorder, by at once declar-
ing that the assembly would comply with the royal command.
Afraid lest his efforts should after all prove vain and the affair
take a peaceful turn, the surprised royal commissioner again
rose to his feet, to make a useless plea for submission. Two or
three of the minority, in their zeal to create a disturbance, also
claimed the floor, frantically calling attention to the fact that
they were of the number of the loyal servants of the crown
whom the letter designated. But Duplessis Mornay never lost
his self-possession, and his dignified words brought over to his
side all the sensible men hitherto opposed to him. These
called upon the noisy partisans of division to sit down and be
quiet. The presiding officer, then sure of his ground, proceeded
to submit the matter to the vote of the assembly, not, he said,
that he had any doubt respecting the opinions of those present,
but in order that all the due forms should be observed. His
declaration received the endorsement of the unanimous approval
of the assembly.!

Two days later (on the fifth of September) the assembly se-
Chotee of lected six candidates, from whom the court at once
the deputies- made choice of two, Rouvray and La Milletiére, the one
Eonﬂa&;g:g' to represent the nobles and the other the third estate,

as deputies-general to reside at Paris in the interests
of the Huguenots of the kingdom.

And then the royal commissioners condescended to hand to
Unsatis. t!u'a assembly the long-promlsed. answers to' its pe-
fsdoryan-  fition. It was no pleasant surprise that awaited the
Houguenot Huguenots. The satisfaction which Bullion had so

vociferously pledged his soul’s salvation that the Prot-
estants would find in the court’s gracious conocessions, had van-

1 Benoist, ii. 48-50.
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ished into thin air. On not a single important point, however
reasonable, was justice done. For the most part, the court fell
back upon the impossibility of making any alteration in the
Edict of Nantes as registered. It would know no other edict,
but promised to see that the provisions of this registered edict
should be duly executed. Where grievances were alleged by
the Huguenot petition, the reply dealt in vague assurances that
such provision would be made as that the petitioners would be
contented. If some concession was granted, pains were taken
to limit it as narrowly as possible, or connect with it some hu-
miliating condition. The Huguenots had asked that, in in-
terpreting the thirty-eighth of the ‘ particular ” articles of the
edict, they be allowed to hold “little ” schools, to teach their
children reading, writing, and the first rudiments of grammar,
in all the cities and towns of the kingdom. In reply, they
received permission to have schools of this description in
those cities alone where Protestant services were permitted in
the faubourgs, or quarters outside the walls; but the schools
must each have but a single master, who could give instruction
in nothing beyond reading and writing, and must abstain from
dogmatizing—that is, from imparting any religious views—as
well as from receiving more than ten or twelve pupils, none of
whom must be strangers. Here and in other articles the petty
restrictions were sufficiently annoying; but the ground upon
which they were manifestly based was still more vexatious.
The Huguenots, in the view of Marie de’ Medici and her ad-
visers, were members of a dangerous and hateful party, men
whom it might not be safe to provoke too far, but whom it was
advisable never to regard otherwise than with suspicion.
That, as men and as Christians, they were fit objects for the re-
ceipt of generous or charitable treatment, seemed never to enter
into the narrow minds of those who drew up the reply, article
by article, to the Saumur petition. The Protestants had long
chafed under the legal enactments which not ounly sanctioned
wThepre. the application to their creed by others of the desig-
tmded B> nation of “the pretended, or so-called, Reformed
liglon.”  Religion,” but actually made it obligatory that they
should themselves employ the offensive words in all public doc-
uments. By the eighth article of their petition they asked to
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be relieved of this humiliating necessity. The reply was: “The
king cannot grant the petitioners permission to assume any
other title than that which has been given them in the edicts.”
It was so throughout. The Huguenots, save in the matter of
continued possession of their places of security (for five years
more, however, instead of ten years, as they had asked), re-
ceived little or no satisfaction. Their political assemblies were
not to be held every two years, as they petitioned, but at the
monarch’s good pleasure. Their two deputies-general must
still be chosen by the king from among six candidates submitted
to him by the assemblies, and it was evidently intended that
they should remain in office just so long as their deportment
continued to be pleasing to the court. As for the articles which
the Huguenots had appended to their requests, in behalf of the
Protestant churches of Béarn, the court curtly refused to enter-
tain them at all, on the ground that the king had never sanc-
tioned the union between those churches and the churches of
France.!

When the royal answer was read, the majority, which had
from the first been suspicious of the court’s intentions, and was
therefore somewhat prepared for its unsatisfactory contents, was
Disappoint. 00T moderate in expression than was the minority
mentofthe which had reposed confidence in the commissioner’s
sembly.  gggeverations. At that moment a more sensitive man
than Bullion would have desired to be anywhere else rather than
at Saumur, and within hearing of the maledictions of those whom
he had duped. La Caze, in whose pockets the money he had
taken burned, ran to Bullion’s lodgings to load him with re-
proaches on his duplicity. Another of his victims told him to
his face : “T shall never again put any confidence in your word,
whatever oath you may choose to take ; inasmuch as you several
times gave yourself to the devil, and declared that you consented
to be damned, if all that you asserted to be contained in the re-
plies to the petition were not really there.”? The more temper-

1 The petition of the Saumur assembly, with the replies written on the mar-
gin of each successive article, is given in Benoist, ii., picces just., 9-26; the
text of the petition alone by the Mercure frangois, ii. 185-198, a<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>