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intended victims, and to attract them to the ecapital.
This opinion, however, rests on no historical grounds.
Exerything leads to the conclusion that Coligny had
acquired a real mastery over the affections of Charles
IX., and it is preposterous to suppose that that young
monarch, so weak and vacillating and impulsive, could
have been such a master of dissimulation as to deceive
Walsingham aud the other foreign Ambassadors, as
well as his own courtiers, into the belief that he was
favorable to the Huguenots, whilst in reality he medi-
tated their destruction. There perhaps is somewhat
more of probability in the opinion that Catherine de
Medici had, for some months at least, planned in ler
own mind this plot for cutting off the leaders of the
Huguenots, and possibly she had not forgottén the re-
markable advice given to her by the Duke of Alva,
who, at the conference of Bayonne, in 1565, as lenry
of Navarre attests, put Tarquin's gesture into words,
and counselled Catherine to rid herself of the chnoxious
noblemen by the curicus Spanish proverb, that “‘one
salman’s head is better than a huundred frogs.”™™ Cath-
erine, however, was not a person to leadlly suppose
that the Spa.lush statesman was disinterested in lis
counsel, and that his advice was solely given her in
the interests of France. Whether or not, Lowever, the
Spanish proverb may have lingered in her mind, it is
now generally supposed that, if any such plot existed,
the Catholic leaders were likely fo shave in the fate of
the Huguenots, and that had she been successful in the
first attempt on the life of Coligny, the Duke of Guise
would have been her next victim. But, now that that
attempt had failed, she needed the strong arm of this
brave nobleman to sustain the Government asainst the
Huguenots, and to this eircumstance alous he owed his
safety. Be this as it may, Calherine, a few davs after
the massacre, avowed that she had given orders for the
death only of a half-dozen of the MHuguenot leaders,
and that ‘‘she was responsible in conscience only fm
that number.’

For ux this 1s not a question of great moment, aud
we will readily leave it {o be settled by the friends and
admirers of Catherine de Medici, and of the Court of
Charles ITX. ‘WWhether the massacre wuas premeditated
or not, it is manifest from the line of policy pursued
by C"lthelme and from the prineciples which guided the
French (‘mut, that the Catholic Church and the lloly
Sea had no l)a,lt, in it, and are in no way responsible
for its terrible excesses. Parin witnessed ‘ather bBloody
scenes in 1792 and 1793. Religion was not responsible
for them. They were decreed by an Atheistic policy
in the name of the sovereipn people. The St. Bartho!s-
mew massacre was the result of an equally irreligion:
intrigue, although it was,? nominally at least, rdlllvl
into u;ecutlou in the interests of the Crown. 1t was
the age of classic studies, and it is possible that amid
the peculla.r difficulties which now beset her, Catherine
may have recalled to mind the massacrs so famous in
Roman literature, when Secylla sought by one blow
to rid himself of ali his enemies, and, at his caommand,
the streets of Reme on one day flowed with the blood
of 6000 citizens. But whether or not this vision flitted
hefore the mind of Catherine, it Is unquestionable that
the Catholic Church had as little part in the Parisian
crime as in that of Seylla; and an eloquent writer has
well remarked that were a Blanche of Castile or a
St. Louls on the throne of France in 1572, such a mas-
sacre would have been impossible.

3. The important question now presents itself:
How was the intelligence of the St. Bartholemew mas-
sacre received in Rome? 'The news, as conveyed to the
eternal city, was to the effect that a widespread con-
gpiracy of the IHugueuats had been discovered only a
moment before their plans were matured, that their
wicked designs had recoiled upon their own heads, and
that the Huguenot power was now for ever hroken in
France. This int-elligence was lhailed with the greatest

delight. The city bells rang out their merriest peals,
a royal salute was given from the cannon of St. An-
gelo’s, the Pontiff, with the court and elergy, walked
in procession from the Basilica of San Marco to the
French church of 8t. Louis, and the **Te Deum’ was
solemnly chanted in thanksgiving. In addition to all
this, a gold medal was struck to commemorate the
happy event, and the whole scene, by comnand of

Pope Glevory XIII., was represented among the fresco
decorations with which Vassari was then a.dmnmg the
Sala Regia in the Vatican. All this, however, does not
prove what the enemies of the Holy See contend, that
the Bovereign Pontiff, or the citizens of Rome, gave
expression to their joy for a cold-bluoded massacre of
the French ITuguenots.

To fully appreciate the course pursued by the
Roman Court, we must bear in mind the official intelli-
gence rel atlve to the muassacre, which was conveyed by
Charles IX. to his Holiness. A special agent was sent
fo Rome, and his instructions were in substance a mere
repetition of the King's discourse in Parliament on
August 26, setting forth the conspiracy of Coligny and
his associates, and how their wicked attempt had re- .
coited on their own heads. The French agent also
brought with him a letier to the Pepe from Louis de
Bourbon, Duke of Montpensier, which attested that
the Huguenots had conspired against the life of the
IKmg, the Queen Mother, the King’s brothers, and all
the princes and Catholic gentlemen of their suite, “to
the end that Coligny might create a king of his own
religion, aund abolishi every other religion in the king-
dowmn: that, providentially, the conspiracy was discov-
cred, and vn the day they had designed to carry oub
their eunterprise, execution fell npon them and their
aceomphices, so that all the chiefs of the sect, and seve-
ral of the party, were slain.”’*  The Nunzio, Salviati,
sent at the same time a full acecunt of the massacre,
and transinitted with it the substance of the King's
discourse in Parliament: ““that his Majesty, thanks to
Christ, detected a plot which Admiral Gaspar de Co-
Tiuny had prepared against the Royal .1ut]1011t§, so that
a terrible destruction and death threatened the whole
Faeily of the King; and, therefore, he 1nflicted on the
Admiral and his fellowers the punishment which they
deverved. 't

Pudesd, this aecount was pereistently repeated by
the French envoys at every Court, and those who wished
to maantam friendly relations withh France were of
necessity obliged to accept it as an officizl statement
of the facts and cirewymstances of the cuse. The Duke
of Alva was at this time carrying on the siege of Mons,
in the Netherlands: when he received the official dis-
patei from Pans, he at once embodied It In a circular
to ull the Governors of the Provinces, declaring that
“the Hugnenots had resolved to murder the King and
the Royal Family, and to seize on the government:
that for this purpese TUoligny had organised a body of
4000 men in the faubourg St. Germain, but, the secret
being hetrayed, the King had a.ntulpafed their wicked
desions and thus secured the peare of the kingdom.
Four hours later the storm would have fallen upen the
King and the leaders of the Catholics of France.”’! The
French Ambassador in Switzeriand, M. de Bellievre,
was also commissioned to lay before the Swiss Diet,
then assembled in Baden, the motives which prompted
him to such severity against the Tfuguenots. Ilis dis-
course on the occasion is still extant. Yle declares that
the execution ordered by the King was an act of jus-
tice, vendered imperative by the conduct of Coligny
and his assodiutes. ““They had formed a plot, he said,
to introduce a dangerous tyranny iuto the kingdom.
Ilis Majesty therefore, sceing the lmminent danger to
which his crown and life were exposed, took the advice
ot the princes and efficers of State, and with their coun-
sel procesded to exercise sirict jusiice against the lead-
ing conspirators.”’§ N
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! “The Maasacre of St. Bartholomew, in 1572, was tho diabolical
work of the Queen, Catherine de Medici, to maintain her political
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