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'MASSACRE OF ST. BARTHO-
LOMEW.

By a Protestant Theologian in The Sacred
Heart Review,

1V.

We have seen that in France,
during the latter part of the
reign of Henry II., and during
the reigns of his three sons,
Francis II., Charles IX., and
Henry III, a space of about
thirty-five years, not only civil
war between the two religions,
but assassination and nmassacre,
were the order of the day. We
have seen that the Catholics, be-
ing something more than three
times as numerous as the Prot-
estants, appear,—on Dr. Fisher’s
estimate — to have massacred
about 35,000 Huguenots, while
the Protestants appear to have
massacred about 8,000 Catholics.
This hideous emmulation, there-
fore, turns out thus far unfavor-
ably for the Catholics, by about
11,000 victims. If anybody says
14,000, I will not reclaim. On
the other hand, during this time
the Catholic massacres were mas-
sacres simply, attended by no
protracted torments. It was not
so with the Protestant massa-
eres of Catholics. The Calvin-
ists seem seldom, if ever, to have
tortured the lay Catholics whom
they murdered, but there seems
to have been no limit to their
cruelties towards priests and
monks. Read Cardinal Bellar-
mine’s complaints, and the ghast-
ly instances that he adduces.
Cardinal Guise, at the Council
of Trent, some nine years before
#t. Bartholomew’s, stated that

-the Protestants of France, within
a few years before, had done to
death, by protracted tortures,
three thousand monks and sec-
wlar priests, because they would
not abandon their religion. As
this accusation was raised in the
tace of all Europe, and does not
appear to have been contradict-
ed, and as Cardinal Bellarmine’s
allegations, which he gives only
as instances that had come to
his particular knowledge, fully
agree with it, I judge that we
are not at liberty to reject it.

I think it will hardly be dis-
puted that the instincts of hu-
manity are more outraged by
the murder of one man in slow
agony than by the batchery of
ten men in hot blood. If this is
so, the Catholics, notwithstand-
ing their 11,000 victims in ex-
eess, are likely to fall short of
the palm of infernal cruelty. It

passes rather to the Calvinists..

The presegt writer is a Calvin-
ist, and a decided Calvinist, but
ke is very thankful that he was
not a French Calvinist of those
days, for what reason has he to
suppose that he should have
done differently from his breth-
ren? I do not know that we can
accuse the Lutherans, for al-
though I believe there was even
then a certain number of Luther-
ans in northeastern France, I do
not learn that they were much
infected with the terce fanatic-
ism of the Huguenots. 1 judge
them to have partaken rather of
of the more moderate temper of
their German brethren.

The seed of St. Bartholomew’s
was planted in the massacre of
Vassy, ten years earlier. John-
son’s Cyclopedia says that the
Duke of Guise recommenced the
civil war against the Protestants
in this massacre. This is not
Guizot’s statement, nor Froude’s.

(Guizot wavers, but Froude, who
certainly will not be suspected
of favoring the Catholics over-
much, puts the blame explicitly
ou the Calvinists, although they
were the victims. Froude is very
poor evidence against the Cath-
olics, but for that very reason
excellent evidence for them. I
will give his statement.

The great Duke of Guise, in
whose character, remarks Gui-
zot, as in that of all the other
great Frenchmen of that time,
of both religions, good had to
contend strongly with evil,
without being finally overcome
by it, was passing, on March 1,
1562, between Paris and his
province. As it was a festival
day, he stopped at Vassy, not far
from Paris, to hear the Mass.
The Calvinists had built their
temple right alongside of the
church, doubtless, says Froude,
to plague the Papists. They, too,
had a service then, and were
singing Marot’s psalms at their
loudest, so that nothing could
be heard in the church. The
Dulke at length sent a courteous
message, begging that they
would suspend their psalmody
for a quarter of an hour, by
which time the Mass would be
beover. Thereupon, says Froude,
they began bellowing louder
than ever. Some lads of the
Duke’s train strolled over to the
open doors of the temple, and
began making faces at the peo-
ple, for which they were pushed
and thumped by big boys of the
Huguenot congregation. They
raised a cry, and, before the
Duke counld learn anything of
it, some forty or fifty of the un-
armed Protestants had been cut
down by the Duke's men-at-
arms. Learning what was pas-
sing, Guise rushed out of the
church and stopped the mas-
sacre, but the flame of excite-
ment spread throughout France,
and the war recommenced.

Ranke’s narrative, as I under-
stand it, (and I was surprised to
see this view taken by the great
Protestant writer) represents the
Huguenots, through all this
time, as peculiarly disposed to
sudden rebellion. Froude makes
them out at least equally inflam-
mable with their rivals. Guizot.
although, as a French Protestant,
he does not, like Ranke, em-
phasize the provocations given
by the Huguenots, says nothing
much at variance with Ranke.
It is not strange if the Protest-
ants at that tiine were peculiar-
ly seditious. They were led by
the discontented part of the nob-
ility, and these again by the
mutinous branch of the royal
house. They accepted toleration
as a mere makeshift, but their
hope was to force their religion
on the whole nation at the point
of the sword. Unless they could
do this speedily, while zeal was
yet fresh and flaming, there was
small chance that they would
ever be able to do it at all
Without, therefore, assuming the
French Protestants to have been
in themselves any more disposed
to sedition than the Catholics,
we can easily see how they were
more inclined to rebel against a
king of the hostile religion than
the Catholics against a king of
their own religion, and how
they should be more impatient,
in their uncertainty of their new
enterprise, than the Catholics,
for whom patience was the most
effectual weapon.

The next step towards St. Bar-
tholomew’s was the murder of
the Duke of Guise, not the cause,
but the innocent occasion, of the
bloodshed of Vassy. As the
Huguenots were determined to

suffer no Catholicism in France,
so the League, of which Guise
was the head, was equally de-
termined to suffer no Protestant-
ism. Between these two ex-
tremes lay the great body of the
indifferents, and of the moderate
Catholics, of which last the il-
lustrious Chancellor Hospital
was the representative. Guise,
although the head of the League,
was too great a man to be the
slave of his feelings. He could
see plainly that the extermina-
tion of Calvinism from France
was virtually impossible. Ifthe
Protestants would accept a reg-
ulated freedom of worship, and
eligibility to civil trusts; would
consent that the Huguenot heir
should become a Catholic ; and
would definitely abandon all
thoughts of suppressing the
Church, I can hardly suppose
but that Guise, in his large
statesmanship, would have con-
sented, although perhaps his
party whould have been too
strong for him. Be this as it
may, he was the head of the
League, and therefore, in the
eyes of the Calvinists, was the
incarnation of everything which
they hated. They thirsted for
his blood, and they soon had it.
His assassination is the second
step towards the great massacre.

The third step was the accu-
sation rtaised, and firmly be-
lieved, by the younger Gruise
and his house, and by the
League, that the assassination of
the great Duke was plotted by
Coligni, the head of the Protest-
ant interest while Henry Bour-
bon was young. Coligni prot-
tested, and I think with truth
that he had known nothing of
the plot of the assassin Doltrot,
who, from a fanatical Catholic,
had become an equally fanatical
Protestant, and who waylaid
and shot the great Duke. Yet,
as it was shown that Poltrot had
spread everywhere among the
Protestants the rumor of his in-
tended deed, and as it was ac-
knowledged that Coligni had
used him as a spy, and had fur-
nished him with the money and
the horse which enabled him to
commit the murder, it is not
strange that the Catholics were
convinced that the Admiral was
an accessary before the fact.
Ooligni seemed determined that
they should believe this, for he
openly declared to them that he
viewed the murder of Guise as
an unspeakable benefit to relig-
ion, and exulted in it, passing
by the immediate instrument, as
a wonderful interposition of God
in favor of the true faith,

What did the Huguenots gen-
erally say ?

CHARLES C. STARBUCK.

12 Meacham street, North Cam-
bridge, Mass.

The death of Mr. Wm. Mec-
Donald took place at St. Boniface
hospital Friday night. Deceased
had his feet badlv frozen in
Gladstone last winter and about
four months ago was brought to
the hospital, suffering from blood
poisoning. His foot was amput-
ated, after which other compli-
cations set in. from which he
succumbed. The remains were
removed to the undertaking par-
lors of Clarke Bros. & Hughes,
from which place the funeral
took place on Monday to St.
Boniface cathedral and cemetery.

A physician is not always at
hand. Guard yourself against
sudden coughs and colds by
keeping a bottle of Pain-Killer
in the house. Avoid substitutes.
There is but one Pain-Killer,
Perry Davig’s. 25c. and 50c.

THE LEADING AUT{HORITY
OF THE CHURCH.

Providence Visitor.
The Congregationali-t in & re-
cent issue cites Mivart's late de-

fection as an example of the
waning of Catholic Faith, and
pretends to find in the Church’s
refusal to recogmize in her sub-
jects the right of private inter-
pretation in doctrinal matters,
an obstacle to the future conver-
sion of non-Catholics and an oc-
casion of future secession to
many intelligent people at pres-
ent within the fold. The fore-
cast of our contemporary, though
solemn and significant, excites
no anxiety in the Catholic
breast. We notice it simply to
call attention to the fact that
what seems to our contempor-
ary the great offence of the
Church against the dignity of
human reason, seems to us most
reasonable, and to assure him
that there is in the whole range
of Catholic doctrine no dogma
more agreeable to the sane
Catholic mind than that which
asserts the absolute incompatib-
ility between Catholic Faith and
the right of private interpreta-
tion in doctrinal matters. An
understanding of the attitude of
the Church on this matter is
impossible to those outside the
fold, simply because they refuse
to form a clear idea of the mis-
sion of the Church as instituted
by Christ. There are but two
possible conceptions of a Church
—either we must consider it as
an aggregation of individuals
each enjoying the right of ex-
pounding to himself the written
word of (rod and so, absolutely

independent of all others in all

his belief, or we must view it as
a living teaching organism, a
body commissioned to represent
God on earth and te teach men
in His name. No one who has
read the New Testament can
pretend to accept the former de-
finition, as is evidenced by the
fact that the ‘‘reformers” who
promised the greatest liberty to
human reason still demanded a
certain agreement among their
followers in what they were
pleased to call “essentials.” If
this idea of the Church was held
then, surely, any anthority
which would attempt to saddle
its own doctrines on such self-
sufficient judges of God’s truth
would thereby convict itself of
the worst form of tyranny ; but
that no such idea of the Church
prevails at present is simply
proven by the various confes-
sions to which non-Catholics are
compelled to subscribe as an es-
sential condition of Church
membership. There then re-
mains but one reasonable con-
ception of the mission of the
Church, namely, that it is a Div-
inely commissioned teaching
body endowed with the prerog-
ative of teaching religious truth
in the name and by the author-
ity of God.

This definition of a church
once admitted, not only does in-
fallibility with its consequent
exclusion of the right of priv-
ate interpretation in doctrinal
matters appear rational and
agreeable, but so essential a cha-
racteristic of such church, that
any religion not claiming such
divine prerogative does, by its
very absence of such claim, con-
vict itself of its own folly. To
pretend to teach truth in the
name of God; to pretend to teach
it in virtue of a Divine commis-
sion, and’ still to admit that in
that teaching there is no guar-
antee against error, is surely as
great a travesty against reason

as the human mind can conceive
of. To assume that REternal
Truth in the enjoyment of omni-
potence has taken no means to
protect itself against error, is
certainly an assumption that
does small credit to Divinity.
Then there must be some way
which God has established to
convey His truth to men ; His
whole truth and the truth un-
defiled. The Gospel narrative
can surely be relied on to indic-
ate what that way is, and so let
us glance back at it. Whoever
reads the Gospel must admit
that if there is anvthing in it
that is beyond the possibility of
doubt, it 1s that Christ constitut-
ed the Apostles a teaching body
when he says: “Going there-
fore teach all nations; . . teach-
ing them to observe all things
whatsoever I have commanded
you.” Their teaching was to
mmclude all truths taught by
Him with never a distinction
between the truths taught by
Him and afterwards 1o be rec-
orded by the inspired writers
and those which would not thus
be recorded. Now, truth is not
of a mature to exclude develop-
ment, and so the Master, who,
in private word or veiled par-
able, sowed the seed of future
belief, was as much the teacher
of the teacher of this ulterior de-
velopment of truth as is the
sower of seed the sower of the
fruit which is but the develop-
ment of the seed once sown.
But the question may be asked,
How does any proof of infallib-
ity result from such Divine com-
mission to teach, even admitting
that the Apostles were thus
warranted to develop any truth
left by Christ in the germ state ?
What guarantee can we have
that the Apostles might not,
when no longer under the spell
of the Master’s presence, pervert
the truths taught by Himn 7 Let
us remember that the very “rai-
son d’éire” of that apostolic com-
mission was 1o supply the abs-
ence of Christ from earth wuntil
the end of time and we will at
once understand that the com-
mission was to endure as long
as such substitution would be
required. Now, if we consult
St. Matihew (Chap. 25, v. 20)
we find that not only was their
commission to endure through-
out all time but that, through-
out all time, they were to enjoy
the guarantee of perpetual union
with Christ, the * Way, the
Truth and the Life”: “I am with
you all days, even to the con-
summation of the world.” Now,
then, since the Catholic under-
stands by infallibility nothing
more or less than the perpetual
union between the teacher and
the eternal truth, a union which
renders the teacher impossible
to be deceived, can one see in
this promise of Christ anything
else except the guarantee of in-
fallibility for His Church when-
ever she speaks in His name to
those whom she has been com-
missioned to teach ?

The exclusive right of the
Catholic Church to the succes-
sion of the first apostolate is so.
clear that even those, to whom
the name Catholic was once a
term of execration, now pose as
Catholics. And the exclusive:
claim of the Church to teach in-
fallibly, instead of giving offence-
to inteliigent Catholics, is, on
the contrary, one of the strong-
est proofs of her Divine commis-
sion, giving to her children the
assurance of the possession of
the truth, as Protestantism’s in-
ability to lay claim to it isa
real proof of its consciousness of
its lacking Divine origin.



