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ERASMUS. From the painting by Hans Holbein
the Younger in the Louvre, Paris.

Desiderius Erasmus, the great Dutch scholar and humanist,
was born in 1466 and died in 1536. He had an international
reputation, and lived in different countries, including England,
at different times. In 1521 he settled at Basle as editor for
Froben’s printing press, and made it for a time the most famous
press in Europe. In the theological controversies of the Re-
formation he took up a middle position, disliking much in the
system of the Catholic Church and not less the excesses of
many of the reformers.

The features of Erasmus are well known to us from several
portraits by Hans Holbein the Younger, who also lived many
years at Basle. Holbein the Younger was born in 1497 at
Augsburg, where his father, Hans Holbein the Elder, was
a painter. In 1532 he settled in England and became portrait-
painter to Henry VIII. He died in London in 1543. The
younger Holbein is one of the greatest of all portrait-painters,
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VOLUME THREE

CHAPTER 1
Erasmus (a.o. 1467-1536)

In every age men find difficulty in resigning themselves to the
fact of progress. Movements making for advance are constantly
interpreted as indicative of degeneration and decay. The sharper
the contrast between the new and the old, the more strongly are these
premonitions apprehended. Such an age of transition was opened
by the fall of Constantinople. Men feared that the adherents of Mo-
hammed would overrun Christendom. Spain and Africa had been
.absorbed by this militant creed, the advances of which successive
crusades had been unable to check. Nor was any comfort to be
derived from the contemplation of the state of Christendom itself.
The Church was weakened by abuses and assailed by heresies;
Wycliff and Huss had given expression to a discontent which was
rather repressed than extirpated by persecution, and it seemed to
many that the old beliefs were to vanish for ever in some convulsion
which would shake the foundations of society. But this was a partial
and shortsighted view; a new heaven and a new earth were opening
for those who had eyes to see. When Copernicus had given a new
astronomy and Columbus a new hemisphere to civilization, even the
most incurious began vaguely to feel that these were not the chance
results of individual speculation but the visible signs of nascent pro-
gress. The very success of Mohammedanism had contributed to this
result. Arabic scholars had made Aristotle known by their trans-
lations, and the name of Averroes cannot be omitted from any history
of Western humanism. Hence proceeded a steady influence upon
the movement towards classical culture; the so-called Revival of
Learning began in Italy, powerfully aided by the invention of print-
ing. A critical and independent spirit was thus fostered, inherently
antagonistic to the whole range of medieval belief, and between the
new learning and scholastic theology a gulf was opened which may
be disregarded but cannot be bridged. Italian culture for the most
part disregarded it, but north of the Alps men were not wholly con-
tented with the mere satisfaction of their @sthetic existence; the life

of thought may be made the means of social and moral improvement
VoL. IIL 1 32 .



2 European History

no less than the means of intellectual cultivation. With the realization
of this fact began the long struggle between science and theology.
Hebrew and Christian antiquities were studied no less than those of
Greece, and this is the characteristic that distinguishes the Northern
humanists, among whom Erasmus was the leading figure.

Desiderius Erasmus was born at Rotterdam in 1467; Erasmus
(épdopos, beloved) was a Greacized form of his father’s name, Gerrard,
which was referred to the Dutch bdegeeren (Ger. gieren, to desire);
hence Erasmus in Latinized form became Desidersus. Similarly, the
famous reformer, Melanchthon, bore a name Gracized from Swart-
zerde (‘“‘black earth”). The only trustworthy authority for the early
life of Erasmus is his own letters, and the true chronological order of
these will probably never be ascertained. He had an elder brother,
Peter, and at school showed considerable promise; his memory espe-
cially was extraordinary. When he was little more than a boy his
father and mother died, and Erasmus and Peter were left under the
guardianship of three of his father’s friends. One of these soon died;
another was busy with his own affairs; and the third, a schoolmaster,
was left in charge of the trust. What little money had been left to the
orphans was squandered or embezzled by the trustee, who attempted
to get rid of the wards by sending them into a monastery, a not un-
common method of disposing of inconvenient children even though
their age forbade them to take the monastic vows. Erasmus and his
brother were therefore placed in the house of the Collationary
Brothers, about whom no one seems to have any information what-
ever. Erasmus states that they were chiefly occupied in making
proselytes for other orders, the Franciscans and Dominicans in par-
ticular. Erasmus’s whole soul was set upon learning, and during his
two years with these monks he learnt nothing. When the time came
for him to take the monastic vows he objected strongly. He wished
to go to the University of Paris. His elder brother, whose share of
brains he had absorbed, was by no means attracted by a life of study,
and soon agreed to do as his guardian desired; and though Erasmus
strove to fight his battle by himself, the combined persuasions of those
about him proved too strong, and eventually he gave way. He
became an Augustinian monk. The prior of the convent noticed his
eagerness for study and his grief when he was excluded from the
library, the only corner of the whole conventual establishment that
seemed to have the smallest attraction ‘for him. He secured for
Erasmus the post of secretary to the bishop of Cambrai, and thus
released him from the despotism of the convent. How long he
remained with the bishop we cannot say, but his patron at length
yielded to his desire for a university education, made him an allowance
and permitted him to go to Paris.

For the first time in his life Erasmus was free to do, within limits,
what he pleased. He was about twenty-five years of age, and had
already some small reputation for wit and cleverness. At nearly
every time of his life he was in want of money, and he complains of
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the bishop’s allowance as inadequate. What allowance would have
been adequate even Erasmus himself would probably have been unable
to decide. Like many clever men he was extraordinarily careless in
money matters, and, though he had no taste for vulgar pleasures
and licentiousness, he liked to be comfortable; his health demanded
good food; he was generous and fond of amusement. When his
patron’s allowance ran out he took pupils, and learned the elements
of Greek that he might instruct them. He earned a little by writing
for booksellers. He was also anxious to visit Italy, and learned some-
thing of Italian culture and scholarship which were then famous.
But his poverty was one obstacle and a serious illness another.
Among his pupils were two young Englishmen, one of whom at least,
the eldest son of Lord Mountjoy, was to have a considerable influence
upon his tutor’s career. There was also an elderly Lord de Vere, the
old husband of a young and pretty wife whom he ill treated, and who
was willing to patronize Erasmus. We find him travelling to Hol-
land and staying with this good lady for a couple of days. The
journey was undertaken to try and recover some of his lost patrimony,
but the results did not even cover the expenditure which the attempt
involved. Erasmus was back again in Paris shortly afterwards, more
penniless than before. His friend and pupil, Mountjoy, knowing
him to be in want of money, invited him to come and try his fortune
in England. Mountjoy was quite able to introduce him to the world
of English scholarship, and the freemasonry among scholars of that
age was enhanced by their possession of Latin as a common language.
Erasmus wandered through most countries of Europe at one time or
another, but Latin was a universal passport to knowledge, and in
Latin he was always able to converse. At the end of 1497 he reached
London in company with young Lord Mountjoy.

Henry VII was on the throne when Erasmus came to London after
the long struggle of the Wars of the Roses, which had done for
England what the Wars of the League had done for France, sweeping
away the remnants of aristocratic feudalism. A general desire for
peace and repose, for law and order, prevailed, and the nation was
settling down to work. The atmosphere was favourable to study and
to thought. Lord Mountjoy introduced Erasmus to the two leaders,
with whom he formed the group known as the Oxford Humanists—
Thomas More, then twenty years of age; and Colet, afterwards Dean
of St. Paul's, who was born in the same year as Erasmus himself.
Thomas More was a Londoner born and bred, the son of a successful
lawyer in the service of the Archbishop and Chancellor Morton, the
‘man whom Henry VII had largely to thank for his crown, and whose
influence sent More to Oxford for the better training of his high
capacities. Colet was some twelve years older than More, but at
Oxford they studied together under Grocyn, who was there teaching
the rudiments of Greek, and the older student formed a high opinion
of More’s talent and genius; in fact he was wont to speak of him as
the only genius of whom London could boast. Then in 1496 Colet
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went to the Continent, visited France and Italy, and devoted the major
part of his time to the study of the Scriptures and the Fathers. His
Italian experience may have determined him to take orders. In Rome
the scandals connected with Alexander V and Czsar Borgia reached
their climax during his stay. He would hardly have passed through
Italy without visiting Florence, where he must have heard something
of Savonarola. His father was a well-known merchant in high favour
at court, and when Colet returned to England he determined to devote
his time to study and preaching, and began by announcing a course
" of lectures at Oxford on St. Paul’'s Epistles. There is a story that
Erasmus first met More at the table of Colet’s father; that before they
were made acquainted with one another they fell into an argument,
until Erasmus found his opponent a subtler disputant than he had
ever known, and burst out with the exclamation: Aut tu es Morus,
aut nullus! To which More returned: Au! tu es Ervasmus, aut
diabolus! Early in 1498 Erasmus was taken to Oxford, where he
made acquaintance with Colet, and saw something of English country
life, as is shown by the following letter to Faustus Anderlin at Paris,
thus translated by Mr. Froude from the Latin:—

Your friend Erasmus gets on well in England. He can make a show in
the hunting field. He is a fair horseman, and understands how to make his
way. He can make a tolerable dow, and can smile graciously, whether he
means it or not. If you are a wise man you will cross the Channel yourself.
A witty gentleman like you ought not to waste his life among those French
merdes. 1f you knew the charms of this country your ankles would be winged,
or if the gout was in your feet you would wish yourself Dadalus.

To mention but a single attraction, the English girls are divinely pretty.
Soft, pleasant, gentle, and charming as the Muses, they have one custom
which cannot be too much admired. When you go anywhere on a visit the
girls all kiss you. They kiss you when you arrive. They kiss you when
you go away; and kiss you again when you return. Go where you will, it
is all kisses; and, my dear Faustus, if you had once tasted how soft and
fragrant those lips are, you would wish to spend your life here.

At the Mountjoys’ country house he was taken upon a visit to
see the young royal family, where he met Prince Henry, then a
boy nine years of age. Erasmus says that More then presented the
prince with some literary compliment which he had brought ready
prepared. They were asked to dine at the palace, and in the course
of the dinner the young prince, who had heard of the brilliancy of
Erasmus, sent him a note asking him to show his talent after the
fashion of More. Erasmus would not venture to improvise in such
high company, but he spent three of his remaining days in England
composing a copy of Latin verses in honour of the country and of
its rulers, an effort which was well received. By the end of January
he was on his way back to Paris. His financial difficulties seem to
have been overcome. His friends had made him presents of money,
and though no post in London had been found for him, he had
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made an impression upon Henry VIII which was never forgotten.
Unfortunately he was deprived of his money at the Dover custom
house. An English law forbade the exportation of specie, which
must go abroad in the shape of English goods for the encouragement
of English trade. Erasmus had changed his money into French
currency and supposed himself safe, but it was confiscated at the
custom house, and he was sent on his way penniless. In short,
he was a sufferer under the system so rigorously enforced by Empson
and Dudley. It was a short time after this adventure that he com-
piled his Adagia, a collection of proverbs, anecdotes, and epigrams,
with reflections of his own. Erasmus had a fine gift of sarcasm; in
certain respects he might be called the Voltaire of his age. Light
literature was far from common in his day, and the book had an
immediate success. What was more important to him, it brought
him a little money. The future Archbishop of Canterbury, Warham,
was delighted with it, and offered the author a benefice if he would
return to England. But Erasmus was again thinking of Rome and
Italy, and meant somehow or other to collect money for the journey.
He went back to the Netherlands in the hope of raising funds,
but with no great success. The Bishop of Cambrai was not par-
ticularly pleased with him. Erasmus says that he was as cold as
an icicle when he called. Probably some passages in the Adagia
had scandalized his prudery. At the same time Erasmus might have
found no difficulty either in England or abroad in securing a post in
the household of some great man; but he valued his liberty, he wished
to be left free to study and think in his own way, and during this
time he worked extraordinarily hard, especially at Greek, in which
he wished to rival his English friends. It was knowledge acquired
under difficulties: books were scarce, manuscripts were jealously
guarded, and both were enormously expensive. But he had set
before himself a definite object, the publication of the Greek New
Testament, accompanied by a translation, in a new edition based
upon all the manuscripts to which he could get access. He also
wished to edit the works of Jerome. His friendship with the Lady
of Vere became the occasion for the composition of one of his best-
known minor works, the ZEwncheiridion, the Manual of a Christian
Knight, which showed the tendency of Erasmus in its insistence
upon works rather than upon forms and ceremonies. Life taught
men how a Christian must spend his strength, not in the pursuit of
his own lust of pleasure, but in the service of his prince, which was
not to be done by the mere practice of pilgrimage or the expedients of
scholastic dogmas and formula. It was a book read by both Protes-
tants and Catholics after the Reformation had begun. It had a wide
circulation even in Spain, and was translated into English by Tyndale.
At length it seemed possible that Erasmus might be able to realize
his Italian projects. The journey was made some time in 1504. Before
that date he had paid another visit to England and in 1506 he seems to
have been lecturing at Cambridge on Greek. But the information at
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our disposal does not enable us to follow his movements with anv
exactitude. Colet had sent him as pupils the two sons of the court
physician to Henry VIII, who were to make the Italian tour in charge
of an English tutor. Erasmus agreed to diminish his experses by
accompanying them as a friend and making himself responsible for
the general safety of the party. The journey was not a pleasant one;
the tutor quarrelled with the courier and Erasmus left them. However,
he reached Italy, was introduced even to the Pope and many other
Church dignitaries, lectured at Siena, and might easily have stayed at
Rome had he been willing to accept service under the Papacy. But he
insisted upon retaining his freedom. Throughout these years he was
in constant communication with his English friends, especially Colet,
and in 1506 he was lecturing in Cambridge for some months. Then he
returned to Rome and had almost made up his mind to remain there
when his friend Mountjoy wrote to tell him that Henry VIII had suc-
ceeded to the throne and was anxious to find a position for Erasmus at
court. He urged Erasmus to return at once, sent him money for the
journey, and assured him that his future was made. Erasmus hoped
that he would find time and leisure to complete his edition of the Greek
Testament and hastened to accept the invitation.

Meanwhile Colet had been made Dean of St. Paul's and the contrast
between his life and teaching and that of his predecessor was great.
He lived a quiet and frugal life and spent his superfluous income in
charity. He declined to wear the customary purple vestments, and
preached plain truths from the pulpit instead of scholastic subtleties.
A short time before, More had been called to the bar, and their old
Oxford tutors, Grocyn and Linacre, had also settled in London. More
had offended the king by a speech in Parliament against the king's
excessive taxation and had been obliged to retire into private life. The
circle of friends was thus complete and was able to spend much time in
religious disputation and the study of the Scriptures. On the accession
of Henry VIII More was able to emerge from his retirement. Empson
and Dudley were sent to the Tower in 1509, on the same day that he was
proclaimed king, and the general terror inspired by the royal avarice
and the means of extortion employed came to an end. Henry VIII had
no sympathy with his father’s domestic policy, and though More had lost
his prospects in the former reign he soon regained them under the new
monarch. He was appointed to the office of Under-Sheriff in the City,
his legal practice greatly increased, and when Erasmus arrived from Italy
he found the household a picture of domestic happiness.

Erasmus was somewhat disappointed by the prospects in England
which opened before him. He had expected to be attached to
Henry VIII’s court as the king’s advisor upon matters ecclesiastical,
and with time to work at his own beloved projects; but the king was
too busy to attend to him—his hands were full of domestic reforms,
Irish troubles, and a threatened war with France—and he handed
Erasmus over to Warham, the Primate and Chancellor of the realm.
Warham gave him the best living that he could command—worth some
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six hundred a year of our money—but Erasmus had scruples: he couid
not preach in English and did not wish to be buried in a country living
far from the centres of human concourse and from libraries. He re-
signed it in six months, but the Primate pressed upon him an equivalent
pension which was paid him for the rest of his life. He had no reason
to complain so far as money matters were concerned. At the same time
Erasmus remained in England notwithstanding his disappointment;
he was busy printing his edition of Jerome and his edition of the New
Testament was approaching completion. In 1511 he had published his
Encomium Moriae or Praise of Folly; in 1516 the Greek Testament
accompanied by a Latin translation appeared. It is difficult to say
which of these two epoch-making works exerted the greater influence
in preparing men’s minds for the teaching of Luther. Much of Christi-
anity had come to mean for the lay mind an amount of elaborate ritual
and ceremonial often directed to the Virgin or to saints, with dispensa-
tions and indulgences for omission or commission. Those who could
not read, and they were many, heard no more of the Bible than so much
as was read in church. Copies of the Scripture were rare, and were
read only by professed theologians, while the text was often corrupt or
distorted. Erasmus had undertaken to raise the veil, to give the world
a wholly new Testament to read for itself, and the comparison between
the simple gospel and the spectacle of a Borgia Pope was bound to
cause an upheaval. As regards the text itself, it was very far from
perfect; the mere fact that printers were inexperienced in the use of
the Greek type was enough to introduce numberless errors and was
perhaps a cause of disappointment to Erasmus in view of the labours
which he had expended upon the text. But accuracy of text was not
the chief merit of the book: Erasmus attached annotations to his edition
which were afterwards accompanied by paraphrases. He had written
special prefaces to each Gospel and Epistle, and the character of these
may be shown by one or two quotations:—

To 1 Corinthians, xiv, 19, he writes:—

St. Paul says he would rather speak five words with a reasonable mean-
ing in them than ten thousand in an unknown tongue. They chant nowadays
in our churches in what is an unknown tongue, and nothing else, while you
will not hear a sermon once in six months telling people to amend their lives.
Modern church music is so constructed that the congregation cannot hear one
distinct word. The choristers themselves do not understand what they are
singing, yet according to priests and monks it constitutes the whole of religion.
Why will they not listen to St. Paul? In college or monastery it is still the
same; music, nothing but music. There was no music in St. Paul's time.
Words were then pronounced plainly. Words nowadays mean nothing.
They are mere sounds striking upon the ear, and men are to leave their work
and go to church to listen to worse noises than were ever heard in Greek or
Roman theatres. Money must be raised to buy organs and train boys to
squeal, and to learn no other thing that is good for them. The laity are
burdened to support miserable, poisonous corybantes, when poor, starving
creatures might be fed at the cost of them.
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Or again, on 1 Timothy, i, 6:—

Theologians are never tired of discussing the modes of sin, whether it be
a privation in the soul or a spot on the soul? Why is it not enough simply to
hate sin? Again, we have been disputing for ages whether the grace by which
God loves us and the grace by which we love God are one and the same grace.
We dispute how the Father differs from the Son, and both from the Holy
Ghost, whether it be a difference of fact or a difference of relation, and how
the three can be one when neither of the three is the other. We dispute how
the material fire which is to torture wicked souls can act on a substance which
is not material. Entire lives are wasted on these speculations, and men quarrel
and curse and come to blows about them.

These passages in the prefaces of Erasmus plainly show his dislike
both of the scholastic school which had overlaid Christianity with in-
tellectual disputations of its own devising and also of the philosophical
Italian school which was inclined to exalt Aristotle above Christ.
Erasmus regarded these as forces tending to foster sensuality, pro-
fligacy, and political influence. Erasmus said, as did Colet, that there
was a Christianity based upon facts which need not fear free enquiry on
the one hand, and on the other had nothing to do with the dogmatic
theology of the schoolmen. ‘I truly dissent”, he says, *from those
who are unwilling that the sacred Scriptures should be read by the
unlearned, translated into their vulgar tongue; as though Christ had
taught such subtleties that they could scarcely be understood even by
a few theologians or as though the strength of the Christian religion
consisted in men’s ignorance of it. I say that the weakest woman
should read the Gospel, should read the Epistles of Paul, and I wish
these were translated into all languages so that they might be read and
understood, not only by Scots and Irishmen, but also by Turks and
Saracens.”

Then Erasmus goes on to reject the theory of the verbal inspiration
of the Scriptures by pointing out, without any attempt to reconcile it,
the discrepancy between St. Stephen’s speech and the narrative in
Genesis, concerning the history of Abraham; he refers to misquota-
tions from the Old Testament for the reason that the Church party
to whom he was particularly opposed as depriving the people of the
Bible was the party which had insisted upon. the verbal inspiration
of the Scriptures, and even of the Vulgate version. Scholastic theo-
logy would inr large part collapse if the theory that the Vulgate version
was inspired were overthrown, and hair-splitting disputations upon the
meaning of words became unnecessary the moment it was shown that
the said words were nothing more than convertible terms. Colet and
Erasmus understood that Christianity did not depend upon the mere
formal adherence to a creed, but in personal devotion to the person of
Christ, and such devotion could only be inspired by the records of those
who had lived about Christ's person and known Him upon earth. For
that reason the original text of the New Testament was of vital im-
portance, and for that reason Erasmus desired to supplement his New'
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Testament by the publication of Jerome’s works. Jerome, in his ddy,
gave the people the Bible in the vulgar tongue, and Jerome had dis-
cussed with St. Augustine the verbal inspiration of it. Erasmus looked
upon himself as doing for his generation what Jerome had done for
his own, and the joint publication showed that he was teaching no new
doctrine but was leading men back to the old true theology. Dedicated
by permission to Pope Leo, the New Testament caused a tremendous
sensation. Men could now read and judge for themselves and compare
the existing ecclesiastical system with the reality. Almost at the same
time the lighter side of the question was brought before men’s eyes.

The Praise of Folly, Encomium Moriae, was begun in 1509 or 1510,
while Erasmus was confined to More’s house by illness and found
himself without occupation in the absence of his books. It was
begun, in the first instance, as an amusement for More rather than
with any intention of publication, and the title is, of course, a pun
upon his host’s name. Folly begins by speaking in her own name,
declaring herself the most outspoken of beings, even as many a truth
was constantly spoken in jest by fools at kings’ courts. Folly, thus
personified, opens her mouth to utter the satire of Erasmus upon’every
kind of being. The bookworm and scholar appears with the sports-
man and his love of hunting. Grammarians and schoolmasters with
their pedantry and cruelty; poets, rhetoricians, and lawgivers all come
under the lash, after which the dogmatic system of the schoolmen
and dogmatic theology are turned into ridicule. Monks come in for
severe criticism, kings and Popes are not spared, and mendicant friars
are the pet aversion of Erasmus.

Immortal gods, never were such stage-players as these friars. They
gesticulate. They vary their voices. They fill the air with their noise. To
be a friar mendicant is a professional mystery, and brother instructs brother.
I heard one of them once—A fool? No, a learned man—explaining the Trinity.
He was an original, and took a line of his own. He went on the parts of
speech. He showed how noun agreed with verb and adjective with substan-
tive, and made out a grammatical triad as mathematicians draw triangles.
Another old man—he was over eighty—might have been Scotus come to life
again. He discovered the properties of Christ in the letters of the word Jesus.
The three inflections exhibited the triple nature—Jesus, Jesum, Jesu. That
is summaus, medius, ultimus. 1 felt as if I were turning to stone. They lift
their theologic brows. They talk of their doctors solemn, doctors subtle and
most subtle, doctors seraphic, doctors cherubic, doctors holy, doctors irrefrag-
able. They have their syllogisms, their majors and minors, inferences, corol-
laries, suppositions; and, for a fifth act of the play, they tell some absurd story
and interpret it allegorically, tropologically, anagogically, and make it into a
chimera more extravagant than poet ever invented. They open their sermons
quietly, and begin in an undertone so that they can scarcely hear themselves.
Then suddenly they raise their voices and shout, when there is nothing to shout
about. They are directed to be entertaining, so they crack jokes as if they
were asses playing the fiddle. They practise all the tricks of the platform,
and use them badly, and yet they are admired —wonderfully admired—by
women who are on bad terms- with their husbands.
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Perhaps it was the first time that monks and divines had been
similarly attacked. Ulrich von Hiitten, the champion of Luther, soon
afterwards produced the ZEpistolae Obscurorum Virorum, which was
naturally ascribed to Erasmus, who denied that he had ever written a
word of it. Nor had he. No one who compares the two writings could
fail to see the difference at once. The Epistolae are Rabelaisian in
tone, and compared with Erasmus’s satire the difference is that between
a bludgeon attack and rapier play. Many who were not likely to read
his New Testament laughed over the Praise of Folly. Princes and
politicians were not offended; some were rather pleased to see the
castigation of orders which had long defied their control. But monks
and clergy were naturally infuriated, and an uproar against the study
of Greek and the New Learning was the natural result. These were
the works which inspired the saying that Erasmus laid the egg and
Luther hatched it; to which Erasmus replied that the egg he laid was
a hen, and that Luther hatched a game cock. Erasmus had no quarrel
with the Church as such, but rather with its conduct. The reformation
of morals, the removal of prejudices and superstitions which had over-
laid the vital truth, would have fully satisfied him.

The Netherlands had at last resolved that their most learned citizen
must come back to them; they were prepared to make provision for his
needs and to give him the position that was rightly his. He grieved
to part with his friends, and before sailing he stayed for a fortnight with
Bishop Fisher at Rochester, where Sir Thomas More came to see him.
They thought that the liberal Pope Leo, now upon the Papal throne,
might initiate some measure of moderate reform which would lead the
Church back to their own ideals of Christianity. None of them could
understand that Erasmus himself was raising a storm in which two at
least of them were to perish. Erasmus sailed from Dover on 8 July,
1514, and he reached the Netherlands to be disagreeably surprised by
the discovery that his enemies were proposing to insist upon the tem-
porary nature of the dispensation which had permitted him to absent
himself from his convent some thirty years before. The prior of the
convent demanded, as he had a technical right to do, some account of
Erasmus’s occupation during the years that he had been absent, and
sent him an invitation to return. Erasmus graciously declined either to
return or to answer questions, and an appeal to the Pope immediately
settled the difficulty. Leo released him from his obligations and
Erasmus appeared at Brussels and was presented at the court of the
young Archduke Charles. Charles was anxious to take him into Spain
in his suite, but Erasmus had other work to do. His edition of Jerome
was being printed at Bile and he must go and superintend it. Hence-
forward a great deal of his time was spent within range of his printer.
He was also involved in a controversy with Reuchlin, the father of
Biblical criticism in Germany. At length the edition of Jerome ap-
peared in 1516, and Pope Leo allowed his name to be placed on the
title even as he had sanctioned the edition of the New Testament.
He also wrote to Henry VIII recommending Erasmus for an English
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bishopric. Naturally Erasmus believed that all was going well. Hig
satires had opened men’s eyes to the evils of monasticism; an en--
lightened Pope was prepared to purify the Church and to refound
belief upon a Scriptural basis. He had himself a sufficiency of money;
countries were contending for the possession of him: Wolsey and
Henry VIII would have been glad to have him in England; Francis I
invited him to Paris; and the Archduke Charles welcomed him to
Brussels. The religious orders, indeed, were furiously angry with
him and attacked him with unceasing animosity, but he could re-
venge himself by laughing at their ignorance and rest secure in the
sunshine of Papal favour. Then came the year 1517 and the out-
burst of Lutheranism. Luther’s action was received by Erasmus with
very mixed feelings. He was, to begin with, of a conservative frame
of mind. He had his quarrel with the monks, but he did not there-
fore condemn the whole ecclesiastical system and he had no desire
for a breach with the Pope. In short, his chief reverence was for in-
tellectual truth, whereas Luther was rather concerned with the moral
aspect of the question. Erasmus desired a return to early Chris-
tianity. Men should be left free to think as they pleased upon the
inscrutable mysteries which the schoolmen had professed to define in’
precise terms, and should no longer fight about the difference between
the komoiousion and homoousion, or similar points of dispute. He
could not declare against Luther, for when Luther denounced the
indulgences he had simply been denouncing one of the many prac-
tices which Erasmus himself had satirized. On the other hand, he
would not openly support him, for he could not see in what direction
the movement was going, and he did not believe that delicate theo-
logical questions could be settled by riot and convulsion. Certainly
the uproar was in some sense of his miking; every scholar was on
Luther’s side; but Erasmus was careful not to read Luther’s books
and to avoid communication with him. In the long run Luther was
surprised at this attitude. Erasmus, in his view, had opened the
struggle and ought to lend him his support. He wrote to ask for
it, admitting that he was no scholar, and, with almost unnecessary
deference, apologized for his importunity. Erasmus felt that his
hands were already sufficiently full, nor did he wish to lose the Pope’s
protection. Protestants have stigmatized Erasmus as a coward, but
if we could place ourselves in his position we should rather consider
him prudent.  The real enemy of true Christianity, in the opinion of
Erasmus, was not the Pope and his indulgences, but the belief in the
supernatural powers of the clergy and the mass of superstition and
ignorance by which this belief was supported; improved education
and a better knowledge of the Scriptures under the countenance of
enlightened Popes and bishops, numbers of whom were known to
exist, would, in the opinion of Erasmus, accomplish by peaceful
means more than any obscure monk in Germany could hope to do
by revolt. One of his letters to Cardinal Campeggio is often quoted
to explain his position:—
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If we want truth every man ought to be free to say what he thinks with-
out fear. If the advocates of one side are to be rewarded with mitres, and the
advocates on the other with rope or stake, truth will not be heard. Out of
the many universities in Europe, two have condemned certain propositions of
Luther; but even these two did not agree. Then came the terrible Bull with
the Pope’s name upon it. Luther’s books were to be burnt, and he himself
was denounced to the world as a heretic. Nothing could have been more
invidious or more unwise. The Bull itself was unlike Leo X, and those who
were sent to publish it only made matters worse. It is dangerous, however,
for secular princes to oppose the Papacy, and I am not likely to be braver than
princes, especially when I can do nothing. The corruptions of the Roman
Court may require reform extensive and immediate, but I and the likes of me
are not called on to take a work like that upon ourselves. I would rather see
things left as they are than see a revolution which may lead to one knows not
what. Others may be martyrs if they like. I aspire to no such honour. Some
hate me for being a Lutheran; some for not being a Lutheran. You may assure
yourself that Erasmus has been, and always will be, a faithful subject of the
Roman See. But I think, and many think with me, that there would be better
chance of a settlement if there was less ferocity, if the management was placed
in the hands of men of weight and learning, if the Pope would follow his cwn
disposition and would not let himself be influenced by others.

However, the odium which Luther had aroused naturally became
a source of danger and difficulty to Erasmus. Erasmus and Luther
were classed together by a large majority of their opponents. When
the storm broke out, when Saxony became Lutheran, when religious
houses were dissolved, and relics removed from the churches, and
when Luther was brought back from Wittenberg to quell the uproar,
Erasmus was asked to declare himself. Leo had been succeeded by
Adrian VI. Erasmus had known him as a schoolfellow, but a letter
of congratulation upon his succession had remained unanswered. But
the Pope was unable to disregard his learning and eventually applied
to him for help. Erasmus was to write an exposure of Luther's errors,
and a bishopric or a cardinal’s hat should be his reward; but he was
not to be tempted. ‘‘Your Holiness”, he said, ‘shall have my
opinion but not in writing; I have not learning enough to write
against Luther, and my popularity has turned to hatred. One party
says 1 agree with Luther because I do not oppose him; others even
abuse me as if I had opposed him. When I advised him to be
moderate 1 only made his friends my enemies. I entirely disagree
with Luther; I can find hundreds of passages where St. Paul seems
to teach the doctrines which are condemned by Luther. I did not
anticipate such a time as this. I admit that I helped to bring it
about, but I was always willing to submit what I wrote to the Church
and my friends can find nothing wrong. What good, then, can I do
at Rome? If I write anything there it will be thought that I am hurry-
ing to you for a share of the spoils. If I write temperately I shall seem
to be trifling; if I copy Luther’s style I shall stir up a hornet’s nest.”
Adrian was soon succeeded by Clement VII, who had been brought
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FACSIMILE (REDUCED) OF LETTER FROM ERASMUS

This Latin epistle was addressed to Nicholas Everard, President of Holland, on the occasion of Luthet's

marriage. The opening passages may be translated as follows: “The tumults of Comedy usually subside

into marriage, and after that comes sudden calm. . . . The Lutheran Tragedy bids fair to have a similar

conclusion, The monk has taken a nun to wife. . . . Now Luther begins to be milder, and his pen
is following suit.” Dated, Basel, 24 Dec., 1525, (British Museum.)
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up in the traditional policy of the Papacy and was resolved to con-
tinue it. Clement again begged Erasmus to do what he could, and
an invective launched against him by Ulrich von Hiitten stirred
him to action. Hiitten, the most brilliant and most ferocious of the
reforming party, could not understand the hesitation of Erasmus and
thought to rouse him by satire. Erasmus demolished him in a
pamphlet but declined to go further. He hated disputation, nor did
he see that any useful outcome could arise. An eirenicon he might
have been persuaded to write, but he was sure that it would do no
good. '

Another side to his character is better shown by his famous Collo-
quaes, pictures of what he saw and heard in the many countries of
Europe which he visited, marked by great human sympathy and
composed at intervals through a long period of time as the subjects
occurred to him or shaped themselves in his mind. One such, for
instance, was provided by his visit to the Shrine of Our Lady of
Walsingham in 1513, another by his pilgrimage to Becket's tomb
at Canterbury with Colet. There the pilgrims see the point of the
dagger which pierced St. Thomas’s brain and are expected to kiss
the sacred rust. In the vault below is the martyr’s skull covered
with silver except at the pierced spot. In the choir are a number
of treasures in the form of fragments, which again they are expected
to kiss. Colet explains that he has had enough of it, but the
verger conducts them to the vestry and thence to the high altar where
the face of the saint is set in jewels. Colet cross-examines the guide
upon Becket’s manners to the poor, and asserts his conviction that the
holy man would prefer the treasures by which he is surrounded to be
used for lightening the burdens of the poor rather than to be stored
where they are, a sacrilegious observation which arouses wonderment
in the verger as to how an archbishop could have given a letter of
introduction to such an iconoclast. They proceed to inspect the re-
maining relics and a chest containing the rags upon which the saint
was accustomed to wipe the sweat from his brow. The prior, knowing
Colet’s high position, offered him one of the rags as a valuable present,
and Colet takes it up with a fastidious air, as though he thought it should
be handled with a pair of tongs, and lays it down again with a snort of
disgust. Neither of them foresaw the time when the gold and offerings
would be dispersed, not for the benefit of the poor, but to swell the
revenues of the royal exchequer.

Erasmus’s friends and many of his enemies were exceedingly
anxious that he should make some reply to Luther. And thus he
was eventually persuaded to produce his book, Concerning Free Will,
in which, while he struck at the heart of Luther’s system, he also
treated of a topic which made little appeal to popular controversialists.
Metaphysical and psychological questions are not satisfactory themes
for outbursts of temper, and while Erasmus did what he was asked
to do, he did it in such a way that little excitement was aroused.
Luther replied in a pamphlet, which Erasmus answered; but the
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controversy at the present day is little more than dry bones. Erasmus
himself was convinced that a peaceful compromise was possible, and
in order to effect it he corresponded continuously with the emperor and
the king of France, with German princes and ecclesiastical dignitaries
of both parties, while at the same time he continued his own literary
work upon the Fathers. But all hopes of compromise were destroyed
by the movement of political events. Francis had been taken prisoner
at Pavia; England rushed into the arms of France—fearing that Charles
would become all-powerful—and was joined by the Pope, from whom
Henry of England was anxious to procure a divorce from Catherine
of Aragon. There was much to be said for his wish: he had no heir
to his throne, his marriage with Catherine had been of doubtful
legality, and the emperor himself could see that the removal of this
difficulty would only tend to strengthen the peace of Europe. Catherine,
however, would not give her consent, and Charles felt bound to sup-
port his aunt. Then:came the sack of Rome, the imprisonment of
the Pope, and the devastation of the Eternal City. It seemed that
Charles was in supreme command of the situation. He might have
put the Papacy into commission and himself have headed an ecclesi-
astical reform, but upon this he could not venture. The Turks were
all-powerful in the Mediterranean and were threatening Vienna, while
the Germans were too distracted by their religious quarrels to be of
much use to him in the impending struggle. Heresy was spreading
even in his own Netherland provinces. Charles was obliged to make
peace with the Pope on condition that Henry should have no divorce
without his own consent, while the price he paid was the issue of an
edict for the suppression of spiritual rebellion. Erasmus deeply re-
gretted this policy of repression. He was himself past sixty years of
age, broken in health, and suffering severely from the gout. He was
at this time residing in Bile, an independent city which hitherto had
been Catholic. When it was invaded by the progress of reform he
feared that the Lutheran party would attempt to make him their tool,
and moved house to Freiburg, within Austrian territory. Then
came the Peace of Cambrai, which brought the emperor and the
Pope into close alliance, while the opposition of England was to be
decided by the ultimate issue of the great divorce question. In fact
it might almost be said that Catherine of Aragon could at one time
sway the destinies of Europe. The adherence of England was suffi-
cient to turn the scale between the evenly balanced forces of Francis
and Charles, and the Pope himself was inclined to admit the justice
and expediency of Henry’s demand. If Catherine was willing to
consent, Charles, Henry, and the Pope might work together for the
restoration of order in Europe. About this time occurs a letter
from Erasmus concerning the book which decorated English coinage
with six additional letters—Henry VIII's work against Luther. How
much of it was written by Henry himself has ever been an open
question, but the letter of Erasmus contains an interesting portrait of
the king.
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The German Catholics refused to believe that a king could write a book.
I will not say the king of England had no help; the most learned men are
now and then helped by friends, but I am quite sure the work is essentially
his own. His father was a man of strong sense, his mother was brilliant,
witty and pious. The king himself studied hard in his youth; he was quick,
prompt and careful in all that he undertook; he never took up anything that
he did not carry out. He made himself a fine shot, a good rider and a fait
musician, and was well-grounded in mathematics. His intellectual pursuit.
he has always kept up. He spends his leisure in reading and conversation,
and argues so pleasantly that you forget you are speaking with a prince.

Expectations of peace were soon disappointed. The emperor was
apparently preparing to interfere vigorously in German affairs, while
the course of events in England was particularly interesting to Erasmus
in view of the share taken in them by his friend Thomas More, who
received the chancellorship upon the dismissal of Wolsey. The
quarrel with the Pope had given Henry the opportunity to take in
hand the whole question of ecclesiastical reform, and the overthrow
of Wolsey was tantamount to the overthrow of the temporal power
of the clergy. Naturally an opposition party rose, in which Fisher,
Warham, and others whom Erasmus had known were leading figures.
Catherine’s cause became the cause of conservative orthodoxy. The
movement began as a conspiracy; Henry was to be deposed, a Spanish
army to be.landed in England and to be supported by a popular rising
upon its arrival. Sir Thomas More was driven to support the extrem-
ists from his hatred of Lutheran extremes. But a few years later he
and Fisher perished upon the scaffold, the monasteries were abolished,
and the Crown of England declared itself supreme within its own
dominions in all matters ecclesiastical and civil.

Meanwhile, in 1530, the famous Diet of Augsburg met, over which
the emperor himself presided. Charles was asked to destroy the
Lutherans with fire and sword. If he refused, there was a possibility
that the Pope might attempt to gain the support of England by declar-
ing for the divorce; in any case a civil war within the limits of the
empire was a difficult matter for the emperor to conduct. By his
oath he could not employ the forces of the empire within its boun-
daries unless he had the consent of the Diet; on the other hand, the
Lutheran reformers had suppressed monasteries, confiscated the pro-
perty of the Church, abolished bishops, and altered the whole existing
scheme of things. The Church appealed to the emperor for pro-
tection, and how could he refuse? The situation was painfully diffi-
cult. Erasmus was not present at the Diet, and was obliged to
watch the ferment from afar. The emperor had no desire for a
religious war; the clouds upon the political horizon were already too
thick and lowering. A small matter might drive France and England
into an alliance against him, and the Turks were threatening Vienna.
Thus the inevitable struggle was postponed during the lifetime of
Erasmus, and it seemed possible for him to hope.
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In central Europe confusion had become intolerable, and there
was a general cry for a council to deal with ecclesiastical matters, in
which the laity might have a voice. It was hoped that the Pope
might be persuaded to call a free council of this kind. The emperor
could not venture to do so without infringing papal privileges. A letter
to Erasmus may be regarded as typical of the general feeling:—

I can think of nothing but the Council. Our miseries will never end
until the cause of them is removed. War will settle nothing and will leave an
incurable ulcer. Germany is rent in twain; Christianity itself is in peril. Oh!
ears and heart of Rome, deaf to the one thing needful and buried in the plea-
sures of the world, have not Catholics waited long enough? Will not our
cries move you at last? Our hope is that the Emperor will lay demands before
the Court of Rome which it will be unable to refuse, and persuade or weary it
into compliance. What Luther’s party will do I do not know. Some think
they will never agree to any equitable settlement. I think they will agree if
they are approached in a friendly spirit and if the Council when it meets is
wise and moderate. Some are tired of the struggle already; some I have
heard say plainly that they wish their scheme of doctrine had never been
formulated, so many are the inconveniences which have arisen from it.

Pope Clement was never likely to call a council, but after his
death the accession of Paul 1II seemed to offer more hopeful prospects.
He began to create new cardinals by way of preparation for the
council meeting, but he made a great mistake in conferring a car-
dinal’s hat upon the English bishop of Rochester, Fisher. Fisher
was known to have been the leading spirit in the party opposed to
Henry’s policy, and when he and More were required to take the
oath of supremacy of the Crown their refusal ended in their execution,
a terrible blow for Erasmus. He was at this time seriously ill, unable
to travel except in a litter, and during the winter of 1535 his health
grew steadily worse. Nor did the progress of events tend to encourage
him. The Pope abandoned all idea of the council; his mind was
full of Henry VIII’s divorce. In the following year (1536) Erasmus
died at Bile on 12 July, and was buried in the Cathedral.

Erasmus was an indefatigable worker, and the universal esteem
in which his great scholarship was held made him the confidant of
kings and princes. Early in his life he, with Colet and More, had
conceived a definite and possible scheme of reform which he never
wholly abandoned. Profoundly convinced of the truth of Christianity,
he was equally convinced of its influence upon men’s conduct, pro-
vided that they could receive it in its purity, and the dearest wish of
his heart was to see the whole Church, laity and clergy alike, reani-
mated by the true Christian spirit. He conceived that the best means
of paving the way for this reform was not the abolition of individual
abuses or the tinkering and patching of creed and dogma. Educa-
tion was the panacea. If men could leave dogmas and consider the
facts upon which they were founded, if they were given the capacity
and the opportunity for free and unbiased enquiry, then regeneration
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would eventually follow. It was an attitude, however praiseworthy,
unlikely to meet with appreciation during the age in which Erasmus
lived. A story is told of an event said to have happened at the Diet
of Augsburg. A company of mummers appeared before the emperor
as he sat at dinner, and in dumb show performed an allegory. A man
brought in a bundle of sticks, placed some athwart, some straight
and some crosswise on the hearth, and retired. He was labelled
Reuchlin. Then came another marked Erasmus. He attempted to
rearrange the sticks side by side. He was followed by a monk,
Luther, who set a light to the sticks and blew them into a blaze.
On the retirement of the monk entered an emperor, who attempted
to put the fire out by poking it with his sword, but stirred it higher
still. He was followed by a figure dressed as a Pope, representing
Leo X, who displayed horror at the sight of the fire, and, looking
for some means of quenching it, observed two cans in the room,
filled, one with oil and one with water. In his haste he snatched
up the oil by mistake, flung it upon the fire, and fled in terror from
the subsequent blaze. The position of Erasmus in this mummery
fairly represents his true position. He wished for toleration and con-
cession in a time when the average intellect was unable to conceive
that political government and religious faith can be separate in thought.
He was but one of the many great souls who have lived before their
age.



CHAPTER 1II

Martin Luther (ap. 1483-1546)

The Reformation was a two-sided movement, which may be re-
garded as a revolution. Northern Europe revolted against the Papal
supremacy and broke the bonds which had hitherto united it under
the ecclesiastical empire of the Pope. The way was thus opened for
the consolidation of the state and the nation; the conception of the
Holy Roman Empire with Pope and Casar in conjoint supremacy
as Dante had sketched it in his De Monarchia was an ideal too anti-
quated for the demands of progress. The age of the independent
nation with a strong monarchical government had bégun. But the
movement was not only a revolt against ecclesiastical authority; it
was also a reform. Certain evils and abuses existed in the Roman
Catholic Church which were acknowledged as such even by its zealous
supporters: the Reformation resulted in a revival of religious and
moral life in Western Christendom. While it produced new, and
sometimes strange, religious sects and communities, it also stimulated
the vitality of Catholicism itself, and the Council of Trent was not
the least important of its results.

The general direction of progress was towards a wider conception
of national independence. The Popes as the spiritual leaders claimed
to control many important questions affecting social and political life,
even though they had abandoned their claims to temporal supremacy.
Questions of Church organization and discipline, the appointment to
Church offices, bequests of property, the validity of marriages, and so
forth were matters that came within the Papal province; and, in an
age when ecclesiastical and political affairs were very closely inter-
woven, such control implied a considerable infringement upon the
liberties of the state. It was often difficult for a subject to decide
whether he owed allegiance to his prince or to the Pope. Again,
the financial interests of the Papacy in the states were a constant
source of friction. The Church held a large part of the landed
property of Europe, and a considerable portion of the money thence
derived flowed into the Papal treasury. This income was further
increased by the sale of indulgences, Peter’s pence, and other direct
and indirect contributions. As the states awoke to a sense of their
own nationality, and as the secular governments began to feel the
need for expenditure upon standing armies and other public purposes,
the demands of the Papacy were felt to be an increasing burden.
Hence the temptation to break away was urgent upon many states

which aspired to power and self-development.
18
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This political tendency was supported by an intellectual and ‘a
- religious movement. The revival of learning and the return to the
culture of classical antiquity had provoked a spirit of enquiry which
was unwilling to bow to assertions based merely upon claims to
authority ; there was a demand that proof should precede credence,
a demand antagonistic to the whole system of medieval belief and
practice. Between the exponents of the new learning and the sup-
porters of the scholastic theology collision was imminent and inevit-
able. There was also a movement towards the reform of religious
practice. Formalism had led to superstition, and the outward forms
of religion were often devoid of any spiritual vitality. The Roman
or Western Church had rendered vast services to humanity during
the Middle Ages: it sheltered the poor and weak, protected those
who would have been otherwise oppressed, kept the lamp of learning
alight, and provided the only avenue to political advancement open
to men whom the accident of birth had deprived of noble rank. But
in all ages of the Church’s history there have been instances of in-
competent and corrupt churchmen, and just at the moment when the
Roman Church was called to justify its existence it proved most unable
to do so. The demand that religion and morality should coincide had
already produced pre-Reformation movements—the Albigenses in the
south of France, the Wickliffites in England, and the Hussites in
Germany. The Reformation proper was but the expression of the
same tendency in a more imperative form. The movement produced
the men: Erasmus may be regarded as representing its intellectual
force, and its religious side found a leader in Martin Luther.

He was born on 10 November, 1483, at Eisleben, in Saxony. His
father worked there as a copper miner, and moved to Mansfeldt, six
miles away, when Martin was six months old. The Counts of Mans-
feldt, who owned the local mines, were in the practice of building
small smelting furnaces and leasing them to careful workmen. Hans
and Margaret Luther, the parents, had a hard struggle at first, and,
though they were never wealthy, they were so far prosperous that
Hans was able to buy a substantial house in the middle of the town.
Of Martin’s childhood little is known; he speaks of his parents with
real and genuine affection, though he also records instances of. strict
household discipline and severe punishment. It was a discipline
which made him extremely conscientious and apprehensive on account
of sins which existed only in his imagination; the sensitiveness thus
early developed eventually drove him, as he himself informs us, to
take refuge in a convent. He went to the local school, and suffered
much at the hands of a tyrannical pedagogue, who imparted nothing
but reading and writing and the elements of Latin. At the age of
fourteen his father sent him to a better school in Magdeburg, kept by
the so-called Noll brethren, a confraternity which did much to promote
the results of the Renaissance in Germany, and was greatly interested
in education. After a year in Magdeburg his father sent him to a
school at Eisenach as a ‘‘ poor student”, one who received free educa-
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tion and board but was obliged to sing in the choir of the church
and allowed to sing in the streets for charity. He remained four
years in Eisenach. The most important to him of several acquaint-
ances that he made was one Frau Cotta, the wife of one of the most
influential citizens, who was attracted by Luther’s singing. In her
house he first learned something of the refinements of social life
which he had never known in his own family.

Naturally his future was largely influenced by the religious atmos-
phere in which he was brought up. Though afterwards involved
in a tremendous conflict with the Church of his time, Luther was
always ready to acknowledge how much he owed to that Church.
The Church secured that children at home and at school should learn
the Creed, the Lord’s Prayer, and the Ten Commandments, should
pray and sing hymns and psalms. The Gospels and Epistles were
read in the mother tongue and sermons were preached in Getman;
the catechism was taught, at any rate to Luther. However, he seems
to have been placed in a better religious environment than that which
many similar towns could provide. The simple family faith which
Luther learned was in strange contrast to the element of fear which
was the chief motive for religious observance at large. The fear of
plague, of a Turkish invasion, of hell fire, begat a restless desire for
pilgrimage, a belief in the efficacy of relics and of penances as
means of arresting divine wrath. The parish priests were often
incompetent or immoral, and the chief religious influence was exerted
by certain monastic orders, the Dominican, Franciscan, and Augus-
tinian friars, who heard confessions, comforted souls, baptized and
taught children without asking a fee. Luther himself tells us that
his childish beliefs were coloured by this element of fear which was
expressed in the religious art as well as in the practice of the age.
God was a Being of sublime unapproachable holiness, and not the
loving Father of mankind. Jesus was not the Saviour whom children
conscious of wrong could approach with frank confidence, but a stern
and threatening judge of the quick and the dead, against whose wrath
intercession must be sought through the saints and specially the
Virgin. The intercession, again, of the Virgin herself must be
sought through another intercessor, and hence the worship of her
mother, St. Anne, became popular; the mining town of Anneberg,
built in 1496, was named after her. The popular ideas of the devil
provided a sombre background to this gloomy theology. Luther’s
belief in witchcraft seems to have been sincere. At the same time
there was an optimistic vigour in his character which reappeared in
later years under the influence of new religious beliefs; his delight
in the beauties of Nature, which is obvious in his writings, is an
outcome of the same tendency.

In 1501 Luther went to Erfurt University—his name may still be
read on the matriculation roll, Martinus Luther ex Mansfeldt. His
father could now afford to pay the expense of a University career,
and intended that his son should study law. Erfurt possessed at this
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time the most famous of German Universities; it was a town founda-
tion, and its degree ceremonies were attended by the guilds and town
magistrates. It was also closely allied to the Church; the Archbishop
of Mayence was its chancellor; monks were to be found amongst its
professors, who were sworn to teach nothing heretical, and who heard
mass in a body at the beginning of every term. Luther entered the
faculty of philosophy, and studied logic, dialectic and rhetoric, physics
and astronomy, which subjects were a preparation for the medieval
jurist as well as for the theologian, and were taught in the medieval
fashion of abstract classification and division without ‘reference to
reality. The most vigorous supporter and the best exponent of this
medieval scholasticism was John Trutvetter, Luther’s favourite pro-
fessor. The nature of universal ideas, the rival claims of realism and
nominalism, or the formal logic for which those who, wearied of dis-
cussing the relation of thought to reality, had abandoned the contro-
versy about universals, were not the only elements of culture at Erfurt.
The University was one of the chief German centres of the Humanist
movement; it issued the first Greek book in Greek type, a grammar,
during Luther’s first University year. Luther read the chief Latin
authors and studied Greek. He learned to admire Cicero and Virgil,
and made the acquaintance of the most enthusiastic Humanists in the
University. But he was himself by choice and temperament a philo-
sopher. He was a hard-working student—took his bachelor’s degree
in 1502 and his master’s degree in 1505. He seemed to have reached
the summit of earthly ambition. ¢ What a moment”, he writes, ‘¢ of
majesty and splendour was that when on taking the degree of Master,
torches were carried before one and honour was paid to one. I think
that no worldly joy can equal it.” His father allowed him to buy
some expensive books for his legal studies—he seems to have begun
attendance at lectures in the faculty of law; to the astonishment of his
friends and family he suddenly retired to a convent and became a monk.

Luther’s reasons for this step have never been explained. The
only reliable authority in such a case must be himself, and, though
his writings are full of autobiographical details, he says little or
nothing of his religious feelings or inward life during his years
at Erfurt. He says that his resolve was sudden, and was taken
because ‘‘he doubted of himself”; and there is no further informa-
tion obtainable. The death of a friend, an accident while travelling,
a violent thunderstorm, an illness, have been imagined or adduced
as events which determined him to take the step. The fact seems
to be that Luther’s inward life was obsessed from childhood upwards
with fear of the wrath of God. Could he escape the judgment of that
wrath and the eternal fires of perdition if he remained in the world?
““The more we wash our hands, the fouler they become,” was a
favourite saying of Luther’'s. Human endeavour can never of itself
gain a place in Paradise. This may have been the point of doubt
which. drove Luther to a convent, and in view of his character and
training no other can be plausibly conceived.
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Luther proposed to join the society of the Augustinian monks, a
confraternity paying special reverence to the Virgin and St. Anne,
strong upholders of the Immaculate Conception and of Papal supre-
macy. They were learned, were well known as preachers, were urgent
in good works, and generally represented the best side of medieval
piety. The rules of the order did not grant immediate admission:
when a novice had proved his earnestness, he was obliged to undergo
a year's probation. Luther, therefore, had time to inform his father
of his intention. ‘‘He was near going mad about it—he addressed
me in terms that showed his displeasure and renounced all further
affection”; but at length Hans Luther was reluctantly persuaded to
yield, and after a year’s noviciate Luther took the vows and began
to study theology, including the Bible, and to share in the regular
life of the convent. His great ability aroused the admiration of his
teachers. But Luther had joined the order not to study theology,
but to save his soul, and the next two years were chiefly filled with
self-tormentings upon this problem of sin and salvation. How could
he keep the law of God and thus attain to the righteousness of God?
The effort was impossible. Why, then, should his Creator punish
him for failure to keep a law which all must break? The law of
God was inexorable; yet man could never fulfil its demands. God
had promised forgiveness; but forgiveness must be preceded by
repentance and contrition. Had his contrition been deep enough or
his repentance complete? Augustine could have helped Luther here
with his teaching that salvation depends on the grace of God and
his willingness to pardon, not upon the willingness of man. But
the Augustinian order was totally ignorant of the tenets of Augustine.
It was John von Staupitz, the Vicar-General of the order, who calmed
Luther’s doubts by showing that fellowship with God resolves the
contradiction which reduced him to despair; the righteousness of God
might become the possession of man in and through Christ. Luther’s
severe penances, his fastings and confessions, were waste of time so
long as he failed to perceive the real object of repentance.

Luther thus found peace of mind, and shortly afterwards was
ordained on 2 May, 1507. His father was present at the ceremony,
not because he approved of his son’s determination, but from respect
to the Church. Luther was able to accept the theory of priesthood
without difficulty; he interpreted his duties as a confessor in the
light of his own experience. God above could forgive sins, but man
could at best warn those who came for guidance and direct them .to
the grace of God. He continued his theological studies, and in 1508
was sent by his confraternity to Wittenberg as a lecturer. The
University of Wittenberg had been founded by the Elector Frederick
the Wise of Saxony. He held a high opinion of the Augustinian
Eremites, by whom he had been educated, and consulted Staupitz
concerning the formation of the University, upon which he could
not afford any great expenditure. A further proof of confidence in
Luther as a zealous member of the order and a capable man of affairs



- Martin Luther 23

was shown by his selection to go to Rome on the business of the
order. The Augustinian Eremites were divided into reformed and
unreformed converts at that time; Staupitz was anxious to heal this
schism and to unite the whole of the order within the limits of reform,
and difficulties arose in the course of the negotiations which necessi-
tated the presence of a representative at Rome.

Luther’s impressions of Rome were as disagreeable to him as they
were profound. He approached the city as a pious pilgrim and as
a firm believer in the sanctity of relics and the practice of pilgrimage.
He departed in horror at the kind of religious life which he found to
be prevalent. The priests, he says, were infidels, and openly scoffed
at mass in the very act of celebration. The cardinals were men of
depravity, and though the then Pope, Julius II, was at least a good
man of business and an energetic administrator, the stories current
‘concerning the late Alexander were appalling. The contempt with
which Italians regarded ‘‘German blockheads” may not have pre-
disposed Luther to a favourable judgment, but will not explain the
vehemence of his indictment, which can be corroborated from other
sources.

Luther then graduated in theology at Erfurt, and succeeded Staupitz
in the chair of theology at Wittenberg. He took the oath, which did
not bind him to obey the Pope, as was the case at other Universities,
but to abstain from doctrines condemned by the Church. Something
original and striking was expected from the new professor by those who
knew him, nor were they disappointed. Luther’s lectures on theology
were strangely different from those of other professors: he did not con-
fine himself to the exposition of text and doctrine, but regarded theology
as an experimental science which ought to lead men to.a practical
result, the grace of God. In this respect the theology of the school-
men, the system of penance, and the other means of grace provided
by the Church had been a failure. Luther had been obliged to go
back to St. Bernard and St. Augustine for this teaching, and having
rediscovered their view of the Christian life he proposed to teach it
to others. This was not to say that contemporary theology was
wrong, but that it failed to touch the point which he considered of
chief importance. Luther began with lectures on the Psalms—the
large text copy between the lines of which he wrote his notes still
exists, and enables the progress of his thought to be traced. His
adherence to the medieval habit of finding types and allegories of
Christ in the Psalms enabled him also to expound his theory of the
doctrine of salvation. St. Augustine had enabled him to understand
the Pauline doctrine of grace, and he lectured upon the Epistles to
the Romans and Galatians, in which this question is especially pro-
minent. He was elected Provincial Vicar for Thuringen, with the
superintendence of convents. He acted as preacher in the town church
of Wittenberg. He became a great and popular preacher, and his
lectures attracted students from all parts of Germany; in fact he was
a power in the land. "These lectures and sermons fully explain his
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position, Like St. Paul in his Epistle to the Galatians, he recalled
men from the servitude of the law to the liberties of grace. The
Pharisaism which taught that works could justify men in the sight
of God, and that their penances and formal acts could secure forgive-
ness, was the theory that he rejected: the supreme value of faith was
the central point of his teaching, faith that the mercy of God, for the
sake of the Son, will forgive sins.

The struggle was now to begin which rent Western Christendom
asunder, and the first link in the chain of efficient causes was the
building of St. Peter's Church at Rome. Pope Leo X, who had
succeeded Julius II, found the Papal treasury greatly depleted, and
proceeded to collect money for the continuation of the building by
the sale of indulgences. An indulgence is defined as follows by
one of Luther’s contemporaries, Johann von Paltz: ¢ A remission of
that temporal penalty deserved by the actual sins of penitents which
has not been remitted in sacramental absolution—a remission granted
by a prelate of the Church, in rational manner and for rational cause,
on the ground of the penalty already paid by the undeserved punish-
ment of the just”. Distorted by popular opinion, the indulgence
was taken to imply that forgiveness of sin was sold for money. The
theory, however, is by no means so simple a matter, and the doctrine
which Luther attacked was alike complicated in detail and obscure
in principle. In the early Church, flagrant sin implied separation of
the sinners from the Christian community—in a word, excommunica-
tion. For readmission, not only repentance, but outward signs of
repentance, were required as a guarantee that the repentance was
real; these signs might be gifts to the Church, fastings, and the
like. Cases arose when real repentance was present but the visible
tokens of it could not be given, as in case of deathbed repentances.
The community was then satisfied with the sinner’s assurance. The
practice of private instead of public confession produced further develop-
ments in this direction: a penitentiary system was formulated assign-
ing particular penances to special sins. These penances were often
lengthy and a cause of inconvenience, and it was deemed possible to
commute them for a monetary fine to be used for the benefit of the
Church. The sinner might by repentance escape the torments of
hell, but unless he performed his penance he would suffer those of
perdition. At the outset of the thirteenth century the theory of indul-
gences was further strengthened by the conception of the ‘¢ Treasury
of Merits”. The faithful are one community, the good deeds of the
members are the property of all, and sinners may benefit by the good
deeds of their fellow men as by the inexhaustible merits of the sacrifice
of Christ. Thus the doctrine arose that there was a common treasury
containing an accumulation of good deeds performed by saints and faith-
ful Christians, and that this could be dispensed by the Pope to believers.
Hence an indulgence might not only be an equivalent for some pen-
ance to be performed, it might also be a cheque drawn upon the
treasury of merit, and applicable as well to the future as to the past.
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Further, absolution following upon confession and contrition relieved
the sinner of the pains of hell, but not from those of purgatory, for
these latter were part of the ‘‘temporal” punishment which every
sinner incurred, and were in the next world what penance was in
this. But an indulgence could secure the sinner against the prospect
of purgatory, and not only himself, but his relatives and friends who
might be already dead. Hence indulgences providing for remission
of earthly penances came to be regarded as less valuable than those
which could remit the pains of purgatory, while it was obviously the
duty of the pious to benefit in this respect, not only themselves, but
their parents and relatives. ;

This retributive theory of sin and punishment, with the quantitative
valuation of either and the credit and debtor account which might be
balanced by cash payment, may seem grotesque enough at first sight
and when bluntly stated. But it must be remembered that the
medieval mind accepted the religious machinery, which the lapse of
centuries had developed, without cavil or question. Some provinces
objected to see their districts drained of money for the benefit of Rome,
and were inclined to be sceptical concerning the destination of the
funds raised by the sale of indulgences. Few people would think for
themselves or were capable of examining the system upon a scriptural
basis. But Luther, holding the views he did, was bound to regard
the indulgence system as a source of moral corruption. Pope Leo X
produced an indulgence in 1513 and delegated it by commission to
Albert, archbishop of Mayence. He was the brother of the elector
of Brandenburg and one of the great ecclesiastical princes of Germany:
His elevation to the archbishopric had been conditional upon a heavy
payment to the Pope, which had forced him to borrow a large sum
from the Fuggers, the well-known bankers of Augsburg. He had
induced the Pope to allow him to farm the indulgences over a large
part of Germany and to keep half the profits, with which he was
repaying his loan. Albert had commissioned a Dominican monk,
John Tetzel, to proclaim and sell the indulgence of 1513. The entry
of a seller of indulgences to a town was a solemn affair. The civil
and ecclesiastical authorities went out to meet him in procession and
escorted him to the church with hymns. There, before the altar, the
Pope’s banner with its large red cross was displayed, and before the
banner was placed a large chest to receive the money. The com-
missary then preached upon the virtues of the indulgence, urging
people to buy. ¢ Your parents and relatives are crying out to you:
*We are in the bitterest torments; you could deliver us by giving
a small sum, and yet you will not. We gave you birth, fed you, and
left you our worldly goods; yet such is your cruelty that you, who
might so easily set us free, leave us here to lie in Hades.””

The Elector of Saxony had refused to allow Tetzel to enter his
dominions in 1517, but the commissary had visited towns upon the
frontier, and people from Wittenberg had made purchases in these
places. Some whose confessions Luther heard appealed to letters of
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indulgence which they had then bought, and asked Luther to acknow-
ledge them. When he refused, they complained to Tetzel, who was
not slow to wrath. Luther was in some perplexity. He was no
mere Quixotic reformer, anxious to make a stir in the world, and he
recognized that it might be possible to make out a plausible case for
indulgences in theory and upon abstract theological grounds. But
Luther’s religion was eminently practical, and it was the practical
moral effect of the system upon the minds of the people that drove
him to attack it: the people were incapable of drawing fine theological
distinctions, and undoubtedly believed that an indulgence remitted not
only the penalties but also the guilt of sins. Luther could not shut
his eyes to the moral degradation which such belief implied. He
wrote to certain bishops on the matter. Some replied with courtesy,
others with mocking; none were ready to act. So, on 31 Ottober, 1517,
Luther posted ninety-five theses on the doors of the castle and church
at Wittenberg. These theses or propositions were' intended as a chal-
lenge for disputation, and such a method of drawing attention to the
subject and arranging for an argument upon it was customary in
Luther’s day.

The theses read as though they had been drawn up in some haste,
There is a lack of arrangement and of logical continuity; some proposi-
tions are repetitions of others. But the general argument was clear and
crushing. Constructively it was shown that the penitence, the godly
contrition, which Christ requires, must be heartfelt, and that without
this there can be no remission of sins. Destructively it was asserted
that the Church cannot remit what God has imposed—the sense of
guilt and the divine punishment for sin. Hence the Christian who
truly repents does not need an indulgence; and to one who will not
repent an indulgence is useless. An unbiased theologian, uninterested
in the sale of indulgences, would have found little to reprehend in
Luther’s theses. They attacked none of the essential points in the
theory of penance or of priestly absolution: the popular idea con-
cerning the efficacy of indulgences was one which no theologian had
ever ventured to assert; the system itself was not a Church dogma,
and other theologians had riddled it upon the theoretical side far more
effectively than Luther had done. But Luther happened to give voice
to a widely prevalent indignation which no one before him had
ventured to expose; his views were sufficiently practical to be intel-.
ligible even to the unlearned in theology, and when the ninety-five
theses were printed they enjoyed an unprecedented circulation through-
out Germany, while the sale of indulgences began to decline.

By the end of the year Tetzel had induced one Wimpera to write
a set of counter-theses for him. John Eck also answered Luther’s
contention. At Rome a Dominican, Sylvester Mezzolini, presented
the case for the Pope in a dialogue. The Pope had received a copy
of Luther's theses from the archbishop of Mayence, and underrated
the ferment which they had caused. The general theme of these
answers to Luther was the infallibility of the Pope. The Roman
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Church is the Universal Church and the Pope is the Church. His
acts, therefore, can be no less valid than the decisions of a general
council, and hence discussion about the validity of indulgences is
otiose. If they are inefficacious, the Pope is fallible, and the Universal
Church can err. Meanwhile Luther had attended the annual chapter
meeting of the Augustine Eremites at Heidelberg, and had heard
much discussion upon his views. On his return he set about the
composition of his Resolutiones (Solutions), a carefully reasoned work,
which he dedicated to the Pope himself. Leo, however, had now
realized the serious nature of the movement—interruptions to the sale
of indulgences was bound to cause serious financial embarrassment
at Rome—and he summoned Luther to Rome to answer for his actions
in July, 1518. If Luther accepted the summons the prospects of his
return were very remote. He therefore wrote to the elector’s chaplain,
Spalatin, urging that the professor of a German University should
be called to account in Germany. The elector was ready to support
Luther, of- whom he had a high opinion for the success with which
he had made Wittenberg a popular University. Spalatin also wrote
to the Emperor Maximilian, whose penetrating insight perceived that
Luther’s case might have political as well as religious consequences.
‘“The elector should take care of that monk,” he said; ¢ he will be
useful to us some day.” The Pope agreed to the representations of
elector and emperor, and. Luther was ordered to present himself
before the Papal legate, Cajetan, at Augsburg.

The Diet at Augsburg had seen the elevation of the archbishop
of Mayence to the dignity of a cardinal, and the presentation to the
Emperor Maximilian of the pilgrimage symbols of a hat and a dagger,
before Luther reached the town. His Holiness invited the emperor
to join a crusade against the Turks, and hoped that the Diet would
consent to the imposition of a tax throughout the empire to raise
funds for that purpose. This suggestion was received with general
disfavour. The Diet seized the opportunity to bring up a list of
long-standing grievances —the large sums extorted from Germany
under various pretexts, interference in ecclesiastical patronage, and so
forth. The bishop and clergy of Liége presented a remonstrance to
the Diet upon their own initiative, protesting against Roman inter-
ference in such violent language that Luther was astonished when
he read it. If the Pope wished to retain his influence in Germany it
was obviously sound policy to avoid increasing the existing irritation
by a prosecution of Luther. Moreover, the aged Emperor Maximilian
wished to see the question of his successor settled, and the Papacy
could not afford to alienate the sympathy of the Elector of Saxony
in view of the near possibility of an election. The emperor himself
advised the Pope to be cautious in his treatment of Luther. Luther
was indeed courteously received by the Papal legate, but he was told
that discussion would not be allowed until he had recanted his heresies
and promised to avoid any future resistance to the authority of Rome.
Luther requested the legate to name the heresies, and the result was
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some discussion which led to nothing. Luther returned to Witten-
berg, appealed ¢ from the Pope ill informed to the same when better
informed ”, appealed also to a general council, and wrote an account
of his interview with the legate, which found a ready circulation
throughout Germany.

Luther appears to have been very despondent at the result of the
Augsburg Diet. He had no desire to break with Rome; his chief
wish was to proceed quietly with the development of Wittenberg Uni-
versity, at which his friend, Melanchthon, had recently begun to lecture
upon Greek, and which his own efforts were likely to make a most
flourishing seat of learning. But he was now in a far stronger position
than when he had nailed his theses to the door of the castle church.
He had public sympathy behind him. Politicians saw in his efforts
the means of relief from the financial burdens imposed by Rome;
humanists were angry that a scholar should have been refused a hear-
ing; patriots felt that Rome had once more contemptuously disre-
garded German claims because they were German; Luther’s town and
University knew the sincerity of his motives and were whole-hearted
in their support. The Pope realized that he could not support the
Augsburg decision without further enquiry, and therefore sent a special
commissioner to Germany to report upon the whole question. For
this purpose he selected Charles von Miltitz, a Saxon noble and the
elector’s agent at Rome. Leo X furnished him with letters to Frederick
and the decoration of the Golden Rose; these documents and others
to the elector’s advisers urged the necessity of surrendering Luther,
the ‘“Son of Satan”, to the authority of the Papal see.

Miltitz was a diplomatist, and he soon saw that the Pope had to
deal, not with Luther, but with Germany. In view of the force of
public opinion he deemed it better to keep the Golden Rose out of
sight. Tetzel declined to come to meet him, alleging that his life
was not safe if he left his convent. Miltitz, after writing to the elector,
resolved to have an interview with Luther. He found Luther quite
prepared to make certain concessions; he was willing to write a sub-
missive letter to the Pope, to urge the honour of the Roman Church
upon the people, and to say that indulgences were of use in remitting
canonical penances. This, in fact, he did, though he was inclined
to think that the spirit of compromise shown by Miltitz and the com-
pliments which he paid him were of a hypocritical character. Mean-
while Charles of Spain, Maximilian’s grandson, had been elected
emperor as Charles V; he was only nineteen years of age, and a
stranger to German life and thought. But the Pope had opposed his
election and the elector of Saxony had supported it, and for these
reasons Leo was obliged to act cautiously. Luther’s sometime friend,
John Eck of Ingolstadt, provided the next development in the situation
by publishing an attack upon Luther’s doctrines, which ended in a
challenge to a public dispute, to which the question of Papal supremacy
was now added. Luther had investigated the evidence for this claim,
and was grieved to find that the Papal decretals, the early history of
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the Papacy, and the authority of Scripture provided inadequate foun-
dation for the claims of Rome. It was necessary for him to refocus his
views upon this subject, and he was forced to the belief that the Roman
Catholic Church and Christendom were not convertible terms. The
Universal Church can only be the whole body of believers in Christ,
whether ruled by Rome or not. At any rate a disputation might be
the means of throwing some light upon this and other questions, and
for this reason Luther readily accepted the challenge. He had not
entirely realized that such controversies are apt to generate rather
heat than light.

The disputation aroused immense interest. Two hundred armed
students accompanied their professor, and a host of theologians and
learned laymen flocked to the sceme. It provided a contemporary
writer with material for a personal description of Luther: ‘ He is of
middle stature, his body thin and so wasted by care and study that
all his bones may be counted. He is in the prime of life. His voice
is clear and melodious. His learning and his knowledge of Scripture
are extraordinary; he has nearly everything at his fingers’ ends.
Greek and Hebrew he understands sufficiently to give his judgment
upon the interpretation of the Scriptures. In speaking he has a vast
store of subjects and words at his command; he is, moreover, refined
and sociable in his life and manners; he has no rough stoicism or
pride about him and he understands how to adapt himself to different
persons and times. In society he is lively and witty. He is always
fresh, cheerful, and at his ease and has a pleasant countenance, how-
ever hard his enemies may threaten him, so that one cannot but believe
that Heaven is with him in his great undertaking.” The result of
the disputation was a dialectical triumph for Eck. Luther was forced
to declare that the tenets of Wycliff and Huss were not entirely wrong,
and that the Council of Constance, which condemned them, was mis-
taken in some of its findings. This was all that Eck wanted: he had
forced Luther to declare himself a heretic, and had thus cleared the
way for Papal procedure. But he had also done the very thing which
Miltitz had been so anxious to avoid: he had made Luther a public
figure, and had called attention to doctrines for which he had won
adherents in the very act of refuting them. Luther returned to Witten-
berg feeling that the disputation had been a failure. It was a failure
from his own point of view—the truth concerning Papal authority
seemed as far away as ever; but it had forced more people to consider
the question than ever before. The disputation had shown Germany
the possibility of a common policy, and that policy was anti-Papal.

Luther spent his time until 1521 in University work and in polemical
writings. Controversy never made him forgetful of the interests of
Wittenberg. He worked hard to secure the appointment of a compe-
tent professor of Hebrew; he induced a printer to settle at the University
and to set up a press for German, Latin, and Greek. He also produced
three epoch-making pamphlets which were widely circulated and eagerly
read; they are known as the three great Reformation treatises. They .
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were entitled: 7The Liberty of a Christian Man, To the Christian Nobility
of the German Nation Concerning the Reformation of the German Com-
monweaith, and On the Babylonish Captivity of the Churckh. Certain
common principles run through them all. For the individual Christian
the supreme possession is faith, which alone makes his religion real.
Having faults he will see the unreality of the system by which the
Roman Church holds the Church in bondage. It is the duty, therefore,
of all Christians to be free, and freedom can only be attained by united
opposition to Rome.

Rome had opposed all attempts at reform; if the state demanded
reform, answer was given that the ecclesiastical power was supreme.
If the words of Scripture were adduced, answer was given that the
Pope also knew the meaning of the Scriptures. If a council was
demanded, answer was given that the Pope only could summon a
council. This supremacy, intolerable in itself, was founded upon no
warrant in Holy Scripture, of the interpretation of which the Pope
had no right to claim a monopoly. The expense of maintaining the
Papacy was a grievous and unnecessary burden upon Germany and
other countries. There should be a national German Church governed
by its own council, as the Diet represented the German state. Internal
religious reforms of monasteries and nunneries, of pilgrimages, and of
festivals were also necessary in the interests of decency and morality.
Such was the argument of the last of the three treatises, which was
brought out as rapidly as it could be printed.

Luther was probably not himself aware how far-reaching a reform
he had initiated. He was not merely opposing his personal views to
those of the Roman Catholic Church; he was voicing the unconscious
feeling of the German nation. The Roman Catholic system was the
result, voluntary or involuntary, of an attempt to carry into the spiritual
life the legal habit of thought which had characterized Roman action
throughout the world. It seemed that religious affairs, questions of
conscience, and matters of Church discipline could be codified and
reduced to law just as easily as affairs strictly legal, and legal fiction
then in practice took the place of reality. But to such a system the
German nationality was wholly antipathetic. = More philosophically
minded, they were not content with formula, but desired to get to the
root of the matter. And if the Reformation movement-began, as all
movements must, with individual action, it marked an epoch in Euro-
pean history simply for the reason that individual action in this case
represented a national opposition. Of all Luther’s pamphlets the
Appeal to the Christian Nobility of the German Nation produced the
most powerful and far-reaching effect. But the Pope was ready with
his answer. So early as 16 June, 1520, the Papal Bull, excommuni-
cating Luther, had been published at Rome. The Bull, which began
with the words: ‘‘ Arise, O Lord, and avenge thy cause!” stated that a
wild beast had broken into the vineyard of the Lord and was there
seeking to devour; that the German nation had always been regarded
by the Pope with special affection, and that they were under obligation
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to him, as they owed the empire to the Roman Church. Forty-one
propositions from Luther’s writings were rejected and condemned as
heretical, and his works collectively were sentenced to be burned. The
Pope, however, was willing to receive Luther graciously, like the
prodigal son, if he would be converted and live—a process for which
the Bull allowed sixty days. If he declined to recant, he and his
adherents must be regarded as withered branches of Christ and
punished according to law, the law in this case providing for burning
at the stake. The Bull reached Germany on 21 September, and Eck,
who was in charge of it, posted it in several towns and sent a copy to
Wittenberg. It attracted no great respect in Germany and was received
rather with derision and indignation. The German bishops seemed
unwilling to publish it, and the temper of the crowds in some districts
was positively dangerous. Luther published a tract in German and
Latin, Against the Bull of Anti-Christ. He was supported by Ulrich
von Hiitten, a prominent figure in the humanist movement, the heir of
an old Franconian family and the possessor, not only of a particularly
scurrilous pen, but of a ready sword. He had already attacked the
claims of the Papacy by republishing a work which the famous Italian
humanist, Laurentius Valla, had written long before on the pretended
donation of Constantine, and in which he had exposed the forgery of
the edict purporting to grant the possession of the Western World
to the Roman See. But his special characteristic was his intense
German patriotism, which he was prepared to vindicate by the
methods of medieval knighthood. Germany at the mercy of Roman
avarice, Germany scornfully and contemptuously treated by Italian
prelates, were the particular grievances which aroused his animosity.
At the present juncture he issued a furious appeal for a general rising
in Germany against the tyranny of Rome. In fact, he actually proposed
to seize the persons of the two Papal legates, Aleander and Caraccioli,
whom the Pope had sent to Germany to execute the Bull and to secure
Luther’s condemnation by the emperor. Luther, while well aware that
no good could come of such an attempt, could not refrain from remark-
ing in a letter to a friend: ‘“If only he had been fortunate enough to
catch them”. The emperor had already been induced by the legates
to consent to the sentence in the Bull condemning Luther’s works to
be burned, and burned they were, at Cologne and Mayence, though the
threatening attitude of the crowd in the latter town obliged the legates
to leave somewhat precipitately. Luther immediately replied to this
execution of the Bull in his own way. On 10 December he publicly
announced that on the following morning the Papal decretals and Bull
would be burned, and invited all the students of Wittenberg to attend.

The: Umversn:y and the town appeared on the appointed spot to a man.

Ope of the masters of arts built a fire, and Luther threw the Papal Bull
upon it with the words: ‘‘ Because thou has vexed the Holy One of the
_ Lord (Christ), let everlastmg fire consume thee”. He then returned to
_ the town, while the students sang a Ze Deum on the spot and did a little
more burning -of Papal documents on,their own account. Luther had:
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now definitely broken with the Pope and had raised a fire i in the land
that nothing could quench. ‘‘Such quarrelling and noise”, writes a
contemporary writer, ‘‘went on in Germany, that no town, district,
village, or house was free from partisans, and every man was against
the other.” A shower of letters and pamphlets from the disputants
began to descend upon the land, and it was even rumoured that a vast
‘army of Bohemians, Saxons, and North Germans were preparing to
march on Rome like the old-time Vandals and Goths. It was obvious
that only one power could check the progress of the movement, and
the Pope turned to the emperor.

Charles V opened his first Diet on 22 January, 1521, at Worms,
a Diet of great political importance apart from its connection with
Luther, though the latter was naturally the subject of absorbing
interest. Charles himself was in a difficult position. He was the
head of the Holy Roman Empire, he was also king of Spain and
Naples, and had been brought up in the strict orthodoxy of the Church
and in respect for her traditional ordinances. Moreover, the interests
of his dominions were bound up with the interests of the Roman
Catholic Church, and he felt that a breach with Rome would be an
extremely dangerous step. It is perfectly clear from the course of
procedure in the Diet, and it is more than antecedently probable, that
the emperor had not the smallest sympathy with Luther. On the
other hand, Luther could not be condemned without the consent of
the Diet, and Charles considered that Luther’s case might enable him
to make a profitable bargain with the Pope. Leo X had intrigued with
France to prevent his election; it might now be possible to attach the
Pope to his own cause. But again it was inadvisable for him to embark
upon a policy which he might find himself unable to enforce. Condi-
tions in Germany were totally different from those in Spain. As king
of Spain he was absolute, but as emperor of Germany he was hampered
by the Estates of the empire and by a whole web of intricate and com-
plicated political relations.

The emperor therefore resolved that Luther should be heard at
the Diet, and promised him a safe-conduct. Luther made his way to
Worms in a style which seemed to the supporters of the Pope a kind
of triumphal procession. On 16 April he appeared before the emperor
and the Diet. A pile of his works was hastily collected and placed upon
the table. It included some merely devotional writings concerning
which no complaint had been made, such as 7ke Commentary on the
Lord’s Prayer. Luther was asked by John Eck (not his former
opponent, but another man of the same name) whether he was the
author of the books and would retract what he had written. Luther
had not expected to be confronted with a miscellaneous collection of his
writings, and asked for time for consideration. He was granted until
the next day, and reappeared before the Diet on 18 April. He then
stated that his works were divided into three classes. In some he had
set forth religious truths universally acknowledged and in others he
had attacked principles and doctrines of the Papacy which harassed
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the lives of Christians and devoured the wealth of Germany. In
neither of these cases could he retract. Thirdly, he had written against
individuals who had attempted to support the Papacy, and here he might
have been more violent than a Christian should be. Even these he
coufd not retract, but could only say, in the words of Jesus: ‘“If I have
spoken evil, bear witness of the evil, but if well, why smitest thou me?”
If evidence could be produced from the Scriptures which would confute
his views he would be the first to burn the pile of books before him.
The speech was made in Latin and German for the benefit of the
emperor. The emperor then told him, through Eck, that these matters
had been decided by Church councils and were therefore beyond
question; did Luther mean to retract what he had said concerning
the Council of Constance? Luther replied that Popes and councils
had often made mistakes, and that he must be convinced out of the
Holy Scriptures, otherwise he would not retract against his own con-
science. The emperor asked him, through Eck, whether he believed
that the general council could make a mistake. Luther offered to
prove it, and concluded with the famous words: ¢ Here I stand, I can
do no otherwise, God help me”. At this point the emperor stopped
discussion and broke up the Diet about eight o’clock in the evening.
The next day he read a speech to the princes stating that he would
send Luther back in safety but would treat him as a heretic. The
German princes insisted on further negotiations with Luther, and a
committee of eight attempted to find a working compromise. This,
however, proved impossible. The emperor asserted that the general
council was infallible, and Luther declined to be bound by anything
but his own conscience and Holy Scripture. He therefore received
word from the emperor that he would be given a safe-conduct for
twenty-one days to return home. On the next morning, 26 April,
he departed.

If, as seemed likely, the empire condemned him, not even the
Elector Frederick would be able to protect Luther at Wittenberg.
As a matter of fact the ban of the empire was proclaimed against
Luther, and the fact that it was dated on the day when Charles con-
cluded a great treaty with the Pope, Leo X, has led many people to
infer that the treaty was the price paid by the Pope for Luther’s con-
demnation. On his homeward journey he was seized by a company
of armed horsemen, drawn out of his carriage, and hurried away at
full speed. He was taken to the castle of Wartburg, above Eisenach,
and kept there in strict secrecy as a prisoner. This was, for the moment,
the only form of protection which the elector could devise. Very few,
whether friends or foes, had any idea of his whereabouts, and many
believed that he had been made away with by his enemies.

Luther lived in Wartburg as a knight-prisoner, allowed his hair
and beard to grow, and wore knight’s dress and a sword at his side.
He was free to go about as he pleased, and to take exercise outside in
the company of a trusted servant. He was also able to correspond

with his friends at Wittenberg. But the secret was well kept, and
Vor. IIL 34
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very few people knew where he was. He spent his time in writing
pamphlets and expositions of the Scriptures. This period of retire-
ment was by no means entirely to his taste; for one thing, his Patmos,
as he called it, did not improve his bodily health. Probably the lack
of exercise and a diet more sumptuous than his ordinary simple fare
were the cause of both ill health and of the manifestations of the devil
which he afterwards described to his friends. The story that he threw
his inkpot at the fiend is apocryphal; another castle can exhibit a similar
inkstain from the same hand. At the same time he firmly believed,
as did the men of his age, in the possibility of such apparitions, and was
equally certain that he had been thus visited. Meanwhile, in Witten-
berg and elsewhere, the movement was in progress for the abolition
of monasticism and the transformation of the Mass and Communion
into a more popular form of worship. An Augustinian monk, Zwill-
ing, was the chief leader of the movement, which urged, not only that
the laity should receive the Communion in both kinds, but also that
monks and nuns might renounce their vows of celibacy if they found
them insupportable. Luther was obliged to consider this question,
and, while agreeing upon the general principle of the movement, urged
upon the reformers that they should proceed slowly and that any kind
of compulsion was to be avoided. His most important work during
this period was the translation of the Bible, of which he completed the
New Testament during his captivity. German versions of it were
known before Luther’s time, but they were founded on the Vulgate
New Testament and perpetuated those errors of the Church against
which reformers protested. The language of these translations, more-
over, was in a style often difficult for the lower classes to under-
stand. The success of Luther’s translation was due to the fact that
it was, in the first place, based upon original texts, and that it was
written in the language of his own time. ¢ One has first to ask”, .
he said, ‘‘the mother in her home, the children in the street, the
common man in the marketplace, and look at their mouths and see
how they speak and thence interpret it to oneself and make them
understand.” Hence Luther’s Bible holds a position in German
literature analogous to that taken by the Authorized Version in our
own language. Luther was the first writer to make the new High
German a literary language, in the place of the old High and Low
German which had held the field previously. Armed with this trans-
lation the reformers were able to oppose the infallibility of the Scriptures
to the infallibility of the Church, though it must be said that Luther
himself never regarded the Bible or his own translation of it as infal-
lible. Everyone knows his condemnation of the Epistle of St. James
as ‘“‘an epistle of straw”, because he was unable to reconcile the teach-
ing of St. James with the teaching of St. Paul upon the question of faith
and works. The later consequence was disputes with other reformers,
who agreed with Luther in denying the infallibility of the Pope but did
not share his views upon the textual criticism of the New Testament.
Meanwhile, at Wittenberg and in other quarters, the ferment pro-
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ceeded apace. In December, 1520, there was a riot against the Mass,
and on Christmas Day Luther’s old supporter, Carlstadt, who had
taken his place at Wittenberg, administered the Communion in both
kinds, omitting those portions of the service which implied that the
celebration was a sacrifice. He was supported by Zwilling, who de-
nounced the pictures and images in the churches, and attempted to
start a campaign of iconoclasm. Both men expressed their contempt
of mere human learning. The enlightenment of the spirit was all
a man need desire. In pursuance of this idea the reformers even
succeeded in breaking up the town schools. Then attempts were made
to introduce a system of communism. The revenues of the Church
were thrown into a common stock, and money was advanced to the
needy without interest. In short, reform in Luther’s absence seemed
likely to become fanaticism, and under one or other of the many forms
of hysteria occasionally prevalent in the Middle Ages men began to
preach a general revolution in which all priests were to be slain, all
monasteries and godless men destroyed, and the kingdom of God
established upon earth.

Luther had the strongest objection to any regeneration of the
Church by forcible means. He felt, in any case, that any further
advance in the direction of fanaticism would ruin the movement which
he had begun, and he therefore resolved, with characteristic courage,
to leave his retirement and return to Wittenberg. One who met him
in the course of his journey during March, 1522, describes him as
follows: ‘“He was somewhat stout but upright, bending backward
rather than stooping, with deep, dark eyes and eyebrows, twinkling
and sparkling so that one could hardly look steadily at them.” On
his return to Wittenberg he steadily converted the town to his point
of view by a course of sermons; the fanatics confessed their mistakes
or departed to labour elsewhere. Luther himself returned to the
Augustinian monastery, and Mass was celebrated in the various
churches according to the tastes of the worshippers. It is a remarkable
testimony to Luther’s influence and force of character that he was
thus speedily able to check the excesses into which hot-headed and
short-sighted supporters may lead any movement.

During the early part of 1522 Luther continued his former work,
also visiting certain neighbouring towns. He revised his translation
of the New Testament and began work upon the Old. He wrote an
answer to that treatise by which King Henry VIII had gained for
himself from the Pope the title of ‘‘Defender of the Faith”. The
king’s work was a learned and scholastic treatise written against
Luther’s Babylonish Captivity. The reformer showed that the king,
while supporting the Roman Catholic system, merely explained what
it was and not why it was, that he accepted the traditions of the
councils without any attempt to examine their validity. He had,
therefore, failed to answer Luther’s fundamental point; and must help
to prove the truth of the proverb that ¢‘ there are no greater fools than
kings and princes”. He also began, at the end of the year, a treatise
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On the Secular Power and How Far Obedience is Due to It. In this
he laid down the principle that the institutions of civil governments
are no less divine than those of spiritual governments, and that the
temporal government extends only to persons and property and not
to the affairs of the soul. Luther had originally revolted against the
attempt to provide a legal code which could govern the spiritual
questions and which had been systematized in the course of ages by
the Roman Catholic Church. By this means the Church had acquired
control over the secular lives of the laity, and the real popularity of the
Reformation was due to the belief which Luther now announced. He
believed that the Church had encroached upon areas which belonged to
the civil government. Now many were prepared to reject the dogmas
of Rome as a whole, and enormous numbers were prepared to sacrifice
a great deal in the cause of unity and for liberation from the Papal
supremacy. Luther had now reached a full comprehension of this
point, and the treatise which he wrote in the winter of 1522 shows how
clearly he realized that a religious involved also a political reformation.

In the winter of 1522 the Diet assembled at Nuremberg and re-
ceived a demand from the new Pope, Adrian VI, for the suppression
of the Lutheran heresy. The Diet replied by repeating the grievances
of the German nation, and the next meeting of the Diet in 1524 was
confronted with a fresh demand from Clement VII, who had succeeded
Adrian. The states of the empire stipulated for a careful examina-
tion into Luther’s doctrines before they proceeded to enforce the
imperial ban against him; in other words, they attempted to shelve
the question. Meanwhile, Luther’s doctrines were spreading far and
wide. He was obliged to urge certain principles upon the reform-
ing congregations for the conduct of public worship. In general he
was actuated by the desire to advance cautiously and to enable con-
gregations to take an intelligent part in the service. For this purpose
he brought out the first German hymnbook in 1524, written partly by
himself and partly by his friends, and containing hymns which have
become a permanent element in the religious life of Germany, such as
Ein feste Burg ist unser Gott, though this latter was not, perhaps, com-
posed until 1527. Luther also did his best to encourage education; far
from following the influence of the fanatics, he insisted that the study
of languages and history was particularly necessary as a foundation for
knowledge, whether of the Scriptures or anything else. In short, until
the end of the year 1524, Luther was occupied in the work of checking
extravagances and consolidating the achievements already won.

His acquaintance with Erasmus, the leader of the humanist party,
had now become enmity. Erasmus did not consider that Luther’s
doctrines were worth the ferment they had aroused. He was a scholar
and wished to be left undisturbed at his studies. He was urged to
champion the cause of the Church against England. And the ensuing
controversy upon the subject of free will which presented no new issue
in the Reformation movement produced a complete breach between
Luther and the humanist movement. Another movement, however,
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From the painting by Lucas Cranach in the Dresden Gallery

Lucas Cranach, the elder (1472-1553), may be regarded as pre-eminently the painter of the German
Reformation. He was the intimate friend of Luther, of whom there are a number of portraits
from his brush. The one here reproduced was painted when Luther was nearly fifty years old.
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completely occupied Luther's attention. He had frequently been
reproached with attempts to foment a political revolution, and his
assertions that human authority might be resisted when it was con-
trary to the word of God were enough to give colour to these charges.
The outbreak of the Peasants’ War was regarded as a complete corrob-
oration of them. Peasant revolts had occurred in various parts of the
Continent as early as 1490, and peasant discontent was a social feature
which no one could refuse to recognize. The cause, as usual, was
economic. The upper classes suffered under increasing prices and
agricultural depression, and shifted their burdens on to the shoulders
of the lowest social class. The system of land tenure also pressed the
peasant severely and his small holdings in many cases had shrunk to
infinitesimal dimensions. Consequently the soil was prepared for the
seed of the gospel of discontent. Luther’s preaching did not directly
produce the Peasants’ Revolt, but the connection between the two
movements is obvious. Custom and habit are the binding forces of
society under a government. Luther destroyed the habit of in-
voluntary obedience to the ecclesiastical system, and the inference from
the peasants’ point of view was perfectly natural. If they were not
bound to obey the Church, why were they bound to obey the State?

Various preachers of Luther’s school, but with far more radical
tendencies, stimulated this movement, which came to a head in 1524.
A rising in Schaffhausen ended in the presentation by the peasants
of a list of grievances, all of which are concerned with agricultural
affairs and not at all or in any respect with Luther’s preaching. From
this centre the movement rapidly spread throughout the district of
Suabia; and as it grew the religious element became more prominent,
probably because it provided a central point round which insurgents
with very different views and grievances might rally. An exiled duke
of Wiirtemberg, one Ulrich, joined them, and, in fact, representatives
of every rank of society were eventually to be found among their forces.
As soon as the territorial princes were able to collect their troops and
to act in combination the Peasants’ Revolt became a failure. Their
armies were defeated and their leaders executed; by the end of 1525
the movement was practically crushed. The failure of the Peasants’
Revolt implied the failure of Luther’s teaching so far as they were
concerned. Their revolt was an attempt to secure justice against the
oppressor, to whom they applied the biblical description and anathemas
of those who grind the faces of the poor. Luther’s declaration that the
liberty of the gospel was a spiritual liberty did not attract them. Their
grievances were real and admitted; their attempt at redress was met by
defeat and slaughter; their faith in the gospel suffered correspondingly.
Luther took the side of the princes when he considered that the revolt
was becoming dangerous to the existing social order. He had at first
threatened the princes with destruction by the peasants for their refusal
to accept his teaching, but when the success of the movement alarmed
him he denounced the peasants’ leaders and hoped for their overthrow
at the hands of the princes. The consequence was an alliance between
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Lutheran state and Lutheran Church. Until 1525 Lutheranism had been
a national movement; the common people had been its great supporters.
After the Peasants’ Revolt Lutheranism depended for its success upon
‘he support of the princes. In 1524 the elector of Saxony had been con-
verted to Luther’s doctrines, and other rulers had followed his example.

Luther, in 1525, to the considerable surprise of his supporters,
resolved to marry. He had long preached against the celibacy of
the clergy, but his resolution at this time was due rather to inclination
than to a desire that his practice should correspond with his precepts.
On 13 June, 1525, he was married to Catharine von Bora, who had been
a nun. Luther’s health had been undermined by overwork and dis-
regard of his personal comfort, and no doubt the devotion of his wife
prolonged his life for a number of years. He was now forty-one years
of age, and the work immediately before him was the task of reorganiz-
ing ecclesiastical affairs within those territories which had already
been won over to the Reformation. It was necessary to supervise the
parochial clergy, to provide a supply of clergy for the future, and
to establish the new Church upon a definite constitution; Luther urged
the elector of Saxony to take the matter in hand. In February, 1527,
the elector found himself able to act, and visitations were begun on
an extensive scale. Extraordinary ignorance and even immorality
were discovered. Priests were constantly found who supplemented
their scanty incomes by callings of the most secular description. In
one village an old priest was hardly able to repeat the Lord’s Prayer
and the Creed, but enjoyed a high reputation as an exorcist. In
another place the peasants refused to learn the Lord’s Prayer because
they considered it too long. Even in the village schools it was diffi-
cult to comply with the Church’s demand that the children should
know the Lord’s Prayer, the Creed, and the Ten Commandments
before they were admitted to communion. Luther proceeded to com-
pile a catechism instructing the clergy to explain the main points
in the articles of faith. He reduced this work to a shorter form,
known as the ZLittle Catechism, intended to be used for children.

He was now involved in a discussion aroused by the growth of
the divergent opinions within the Lutheran party. Of these men
the most important representative was the Swiss reformer, Zwingli
of Zurich. The doctrinal controversy, in this case, concerned the
question of the real presence in the sacrament. The Anabaptist
controversy also became important, and the political situation was
complicated by the fact that the Emperor Charles had stormed Rome
and plundered it in the course of his war with France. The Diet
of Spires, which was summoned in 1529, resolved by a majority that
measures should be taken to check the spread of the Reformation,
especially urging that the subjects of one state were not to be pro-
tected by another state against their own ruler. Protests by the
minority were disregarded, though their action upon this occasion
gave their descendants the name which they bear, the Protestants.
Attempts were made to form a general league of Protestant towns and
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states, including the Swiss centres. Luther, however, declined ;;ny
alliance with Zwingli. The landgrave of Hesse attempted to overcome
his difficulties by arranging a conference at Marburg between Luther
and Zwingli, who, though agreeing as to all the main doctrines, were
unable to harmonize their views concerning the sacrament. Meanwhile
Christendom as a whole was threatened by a Turkish invasion, which
had already reached Vienna, and Luther published a stirring sermon
urging the German Christians to take the field against the infidel.
The immediate result of the protest delivered by the Lutherans
at the Diet of Spires was the conclusion of a secret league between
the elector of Saxony and Hesse and the towns of Strasburg, Ulm,
and Nuremberg for the defence of their religious convictions even
against the empire itself. In June, 1530, the emperor convoked a
new Diet at Augsburg, and, though the empire as a whole was
menaced by the likelihood of a Turkish invasion, religious or theo-
logical disputations were the chief points of interest during this Diet.
The Protestants, at the request of the emperor, had drawn up a state-
ment of their doctrinal views, which formed the famous Confession
of Augsburg; this was the work of Melanchthon, and attenuated, as
far as possible, the difference between Roman Catholicism and the
Lutheran doctrines, chiefly emphasizing the fact that Luther’s doctrines
coincided with the teaching of St. Augustine, and were therefore not
heretical. Luther was unable to appear in person at the Diet, as a
man both outlawed and excommunicated, and Melanchthon took his
place. But he was of a disposition too yielding to make a capable
leader in such a struggle. He hoped to achieve the obviously impos-
sible and to secure ecclesiastical peace. He was prepared to be con-
tented with the concession of the marriage of priests, the chalice
for the laity, and the reform of the Mass. However, any danger to
Protestantism which a policy of excessive concession might have caused
was speedily averted by the demands of its opponents. A Catholic
rejoinder to the Confession was issued, known as the Refuiation, and
expressing uncompromising opposition to any concession. The Pro-
testant princes then realized that the breach was complete, and Germany
was now divided into two parts. From this moment may be dated the
beginning of the struggle which retarded her progress for centuries.
The princes also realized that their religious views were incompatible
with their allegiance to the emperor, who had shown himself a strong
partisan of the Papacy. A closer union of Protestants was therefore
necessary, and at the end of February, 1531, a league was formed
at Schmalkalden, in Thuringen. The rulers of Saxony, Hesse, Lune-
berg, Anhalt, Magdeburg, and Bremen united ‘for the mainten-
ance of Christian truth and peace and for the repression of unlawful
powers”. Other princes and towns were hesitating, as there seemed
no immediate prospect of an alliance with South Germany; com-
munication had been opened with Denmark and Sweden, and even
from England support was expected. In view of these facts and the
increasing danger from the Turks the emperor resolved to conclude
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a preliminary peace with the Protestants, and the so-called ‘‘Peace
of Nuremberg” was concluded on 23 July, 1532. The peace provided
that the states should maintain peace among themselves on all ques-
tions of belief until the Pope saw fit to call a Church council; in
certain cases a Diet might take the place of the council, while all
trials upon religious questions which might be pending in the supreme
court should be discontinued for the moment. Thus the emperor
formally recognized the league as a political power and a religious
body. Protestantism was henceforward represented not so much by
professors of theology as by the German territorial princes. Luther’s
work was now practically over, but he continued to preach and teach,
to produce polemical writings against Erasmus and Zwingli and the
Roman Catholics, to discuss theological questions with the Swiss
centres which disagreed with him, and to work at his translation of
the Bible. The severe exertions of his early years and the tre-
mendous labours of writing and speaking had told heavily upon his
constitution, and his later letters are often full of lamentations upon
his increasing weakness and helplessness.

There were now five children in the house at Wittenberg, together
with two orphan nieces, and Luther obviously enjoyed his home life
and carefully supervised the education of his children. He was too
busy to teach them himself, nor was there a good school in Witten-
berg, and therefore a resident tutor was employed; and, like other
professors, he was accustomed to take several students to his table
for payment. The family lived in part of what had been the convent
at Wittenberg, and, in later years at any rate, were in circumstances
sufficiently comfortable. Luther was very careless of his personal
comfort, and was as likely to forget his meals altogether as not, in the
press of work. His chief pleasures were the conversation of friends,
and music; he himself played the lute and was able to compose. He
died in the year 1546—the most famous of all reformers, owing his
greatness to his personal character. Though a most laborious student
he was not supreme in scholarship; Calvin, Erasmus, and others were
easily superior to him here. Nor was he a statesman or diplomatist
by nature. He made many mistakes: his exhortation to the princes
during the Peasants’ Revolt to ‘““slay and spare not” destroyed his
reputation among the lower classes, though it possibly saved the
cause of the Reformation. The attitude which he adopted concern-
ing the marriage of the Landgrave Philip considerably damaged his
reputation. He was, in fact, a man of violent temper and many
faults. His greatness lay in his terrible and burning earnestness and
his indomitable tenacity. He was ready to sacrifice everything for
the truth as he conceived it; his convictions were attained at the cost
only of infinite inward struggles and heartburnings. The best descrip-
tion of his character is his own; he speaks of himself as ‘‘rough,
boisterous, stormy and altogether warlike, born to fight innumerable
devils and monsters, remove stocks and stones and cut down thistles
and thorns and clear the wild woods”.






CHAPTER III

Charles V (a.D. 1500-1558)

Charles V was born at Ghent on 24 February, 1500. His father was
the Archduke Philip of Austria, known as the Fair, the son of Maxi-
milian, the emperor of Germany who had married Mary of Burgundy,
daughter of Charles the Bold. His mother, Joanna, was the daughter
of Ferdinand, king of Aragon, and Isabella of Castile. Charles was
thus destined to inherit dominions of vast extent and responsibilities
correspondingly great. There seemed to be every prospect of a
Spanish-Hapsburg empire, but it was a prospect only realized with
considerable difficulty. The union between Aragon and Castile had
been hardly accomplished when, upon the death of Isabella, separation
seemed imminent; but Philip the Fair survived his mother only for a
short time, while Joanna lost her reason and became incapable of govern-
ment. Ferdinand was therefore able to act as regent of Castile until
he died in 1516. The government then came into the hands of Car-
dinal Ximenes, to whom the peace and prosperity of Spain at that
period is largely due. Meanwhile Charles had been living in the
Low Countries, his paternal dominions, and had been brought up by
Margaret of Austria, his aunt, and Margaret of York, the sister of
Edward IV of England, and the widow of Charles the Bold. Upon
the death of his father the Emperor Maximilian became Regent of the
Low Countries, and he chose William of Croy, the Lord of Chigvres,
to supervise the education of his grandson. Charles showed no inclina-
tion for study, but was ever ready to engage in the work of military
training and to learn the use of the sword. At the same time Chiévres
persuaded him to pay some attention to the art of government, and to
learn the best methods of conducting public affairs. After the death of
Ferdinand, Charles was detained in Flanders by the continuance of that
war which Maximilian and Ferdinand had begun against France. The
Flemings were anxious not to ruin their trade with France, and Chiévres
threw his influence upon the side of peace. Francis I of France was
also ready to conclude a treaty which would secure him in the posses-
sion of his late conquests in Italy. The result was the compact of
Noyon, which provided a few years of tranquillity for Europe and
secured for Charles a safe passage to Spain. ’

It was therefore nearly a year before he set foot in that country. His
Flemish advisers were anxious to secure a further influx of Spanish
treasure into their towns, and were well aware that if they attempted
to continue in Spain the ascendancy which they had gained over
Charles in Flanders, they might endanger his possession of his
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Spanish dominions. Hence he determined to start in 1517, and
shortly after his arrival occurred the death of Cardinal Ximenes,
whose efforts to prepare the way for his own accession Charles was
never able to appreciate. The early days of his rule were far from
peaceful. His attachment to his Flemish favourites aroused the
jealousy and exasperation of the Spaniards; Charles himself spoke
Spanish but imperfectly and treated with some contempt the remon-
strances which he received from his own subjects. In 1519, while he
was staying at Barcelona, he heard of an event which entirely diverted
his attention from the condition of Spain. This was the death of the
Emperor Maximilian, who, as Charles knew, had done his best to
secure his own position for his grandson. Maximilian himself, how-
ever, had never been crowned by the Pope and was therefore theo-
retically never more than emperor-elect, and the German princes
declined to appoint his successor under such conditions. Moreover,
the Pope, who was inclined to support France in the candidature for
the imperial crown, refused to confer it formally upon Maximilian.
After the emperor’s death there were therefore two candidates for
the position, Charles and Francis 1. Henry VIII of England pre-
ferred a claim, but soon perceived that he was too late in the field.
The various intrigues and cajoleries, and the bribery which were
expended by either party in the attempt to secure the votes of the
several electors, are alike complicated and uninteresting. The chief
objection to either candidate in the eyes of the electors was the con-
siderable power possessed by both. The object of the electors was
to give the empire a head, but to avoid any action which might
possibly interfere with their own independence. They actually offered
the crown to the elector of Saxony, who alone of their body showed
the smallest sense of statesmanship and honour and alone comes with
credit out of the whole business. While declining the dignity, he
pointed out that though the electors desired an emperor who could
not infringe upon their liberties, at the same time they requiréd one
who was capable of doing something for their protection. He pointed
out that Charles was of German extraction, that the territories which
descended to him from his grandfather would be first exposed to a
Turkish invasion, and that he therefore was the better of the two can-
didates. These arguments, backed with money furnished in part by the
great banking house of Fugger, decided the day in favour of Charles,
and on 28 June, 1519, he was unanimously elected at Frankfort.

It is a commonplace of historians to point out that while Charles
thus increased his already burdensome responsibilities he did not
increase his power and had somewhat diminished his wealth. But
ambition, love of prestige and dignity, will suffice to explain his
action. Rarely has any prince been confronted with more momen-
tous problems. The movement of the Renaissance and the Revival
of Learning had passed northward from Italy, and had prepared the
way for a religious and political struggle the first tremors of which
upheaval were even then perceptible. Charles thus united under his
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rule peoples whose aspirations and ideals were absolutely opposed.
Spain was a country in which the conflict with the Moors had raised
religious enthusiasm to the point of fanaticism and which was bound
to the Papacy by the closest ties, while Germany was struggling in
the early throes of the Reformation. Charles was bound to throw
in his lot with one or other of the two peoples and naturally decided
in favour of Spain. If there were troubles at home, the Spanish
nationality promised to be a more useful instrument than a number
of petty states struggling for political and intellectual independence.
It remained to be seen whether Charles would be able to keep in hand
the vast and contradictory interests which he had assumed, whether he
would be able to persuade the Spaniards to bear the burden of absolute
monarchy for the advancement of a far-reaching foreign policy, and
whether he could unite the German states with sufficient coherence to
oppose the advancing danger from Turkey.

There was also the question of France. Francis was extremely
disappointed by his lack of success, and could find a large number of
excuses for picking a quarrel with Charles if he cared to do so. He
could lay claim to the duchy of Naples, of which his predecessor had
been practically deprived by Ferdinand. He held the duchy of Milan,
though this was a fief of the empire and he had never been duly in-
vested with it by the emperor. Then there was the almost ancestral
feud between the houses of Burgundy and Valois. Charles regarded
Burgundy as the domain of his ancestors, which had been ingeniously
filched from them, and it thus appeared that a collision sooner or later
was inevitable. The imminent struggle was averted for a time by the
diplomacy of the Pope, who realized that Italy would be the seat of
any war that might break out. Then both Francis and Charles were
anxious to gain the support of Henry VIII of England, who was quite
prepared to interfere in foreign politics. The Field of the Cloth of Gold
and the interview with the emperor at Gravelines formed the visible
outcome of the amount of diplomacy expended upon this object, and
it appeared that Henry for the moment held the balance of European
power in his hands. Wolsey secured an agreement that neither
Charles nor Francis should conclude an alliance with any other power
without mutual consent, and that if either of them declared war, Henry
should act against the aggressor. Charles therefore felt tolerably cer-
tain that Francis was not likely to gain the support of England for the
moment, and proceeded to Aix-la-Chapelle for his coronation, which took
place on 23 October, 1520.

The disparity between the power of Francis and Charles was by no
means so great as might have been supposed. If the dominions of
Charles were more extensive, they were governed by different constitu-
tions and in none of them was his authority unquestioned. A formid-
able revolt had broken out in Spain, among the Castilian towns, at the
moment of the emperor’s departure for Germany. The movement was
aroused by irregular attempts to levy taxes, and the demands of the
citizens showed in some respects an unusual amount of enlightenment.
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They asked that nobles and citizens should be taxed alike, and that the
natives of America should not be treated as slaves. The disunion of
the towns and the opposition of the nobility speedily brought the move-
ment to an end; the towns lost their rights and the leaders their lives,
and if the authority of Charles was thereafter unquestioned, the move-
ment was in itself a sign of inherent weakness and was a sufficient
warning that the emperor could not venture to relieve his constant
financial embarrassment by unconstitutional means. Germany was
disturbed by the embarrassing questions which the Reformation had
raised and which the princes, who were very anxious to limit the
imperial authority, seemed likely to use for their own advantage. On
the other hand, Francis enjoyed almost despotic authority in his own
country, he was not obliged to rely upon mercenary troops to the
same extent as Charles, and a properly organized system of finances
spared him the pecuniary embarrassments of his rival. Charles
gained the support of the Pope and of Henry VIII by the cleverness
with which he played upon the vanity of Wolsey. Francis was joined
by the Swiss and Venetians, and war began almost simultaneously in
Navarre, the Netherlands, and Lombardy. The Battle of Bicocca, in
1522, resulted in a defeat for the French, who were finally expelled from
Italy and lost Genoa, their most faithful ally. Then came the death ot
Pope Leo, who was succeeded in the Papal chair by Adrian, a supporter
of Charles, and the Venetians went over to the imperial cause.

Francis might have recovered Milan, as the emperor had been
forced to disband many of his troops for want of funds, but a quarrel
with the duke of Bourbon ruined his opportunity, as the discovery of
his plots delayed the king’s march upon Italy. This duke was the
last surviving representative of the great and powerful princes of the
fifteenth century. His title to the great duchy of Bourbon was, how-
ever, open to question. The queen-mother and the king respectively
claimed certain important fiefs of which the duchy was composed.
The duke felt that an appeal to the Paris Parliament would be useless
in view of the powerful influences against which he had to contend;
he therefore proposed to co-operate with Charles V against Francis.
The king hesitated to arrest the duke, who was able to reach his allies;
but instead of the large force he had proposed to raise, the duke could
bring nothing with him but his name and his influence. Francis was
thus unable to invade the Milanese in person, but sent an army thither
under Admiral Bonnivet, who began the siege of Milan, but the slow-
ness of his movements gave his enemies time to gather against him.
The result was a disastrous defeat, in which the admiral himself was
wounded, and the responsibility of fighting a rearguard action devolved
upon the famous Bayard. In the course of the operations he was
mortally wounded, and the French army lost in him the man who
had raised the ideal of knighthood to the highest point. Charles
was sufficiently encouraged by this success to project an invasion of
France by way of Provence, while Henry VIII promised to attack the
north. Meanwhile Pope Adrian had died, and had been succeeded by
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Clement VII, much to the disappointment of Wolsey, who revenged
himself upon the emperor for his broken promises by persuading
Henry to abandon the enterprise. Charles, therefore, was unable to
press his invasion, and, after ravaging the south, he retreated across
the mountains. Francis immediately followed, and insisted on order-
ing a vigorous pursuit of the demoralized imperialists. He laid siege
to the town of Pavia, and also detached part of his army to invade
Naples, for the protection of which he hoped that a number of imperial
troops would be sent southwards. But meanwhile reinforcements were
arriving from Germany and moving upon Pavia. The French lines
of communication were endangered, and in February, 1525, the im-
perial troops resolved to attack Francis in his entrenchments. Charles’s
victory was ultimately due to the tactics which intermingled a consider-
able number of the excellent Spanish arquebus men with the heavy
Spanish cavalry, who were able to overthrow the French horse, while
the garrison at Pavia made a successful sortie during the heat of the
action. The result was the rout of Francis, who defended himself with
heroic courage, but was wounded and taken prisoner. ¢ Nothing is
left me in all the world save honour and life”, was the message of
Francis to his mother announcing the disaster. Nothing indeed was
left for him but to make peace, but the demands of Charles were most
distasteful to him. He was particularly anxious that Francis should
restore the duchy of Burgundy; Provence and the Dauphiné were
to become an independent kingdom for the duke of Bourbon, and
French claims upon Italy were to be abandoned for ever. Francis
was roused to such fury by these proposals that he actually attempted
to commit suicide, but was stopped in time and informed that a per-
sonal interview with the emperor might produce some modification
of his demands. He was sent as a prisoner to Madrid, and Charles
proved quite inflexible, though he was himself anxious for peace.
England, the Italian states, and the Protestant German princes were
alike jealous of the substantial advantage he had gained; his finances
were disorganized and he was unable to pay his mercenary troops,
while Henry VIII entered upon a defensive alliance with the queen
regent of France. Francis, moreover, began to languish in prison,
and Charles feared that the death of the captive might frustrate all
his plans. On the question of Burgundy, however, both parties were
as far from agreement as ever, and no doubt the concession of this
province would have reduced Francis to a state of complete subser-
vience. He contemplated resigning his crown to his son and ending
his days in prison. Charles thereupon expressed his willingness not
to insist upon the surrender of Burgundy until Francis had been set
at liberty. The French king then called together such of his coun-
cillors as were in Madrid, and informed them, after a solemn oath of
secrecy, that, while he would consent to the treaty, his consent would
be considered as null and void, seeing that it had been extorted from
him by the artifices and ignoble severities which Charles had con-
descended to emplov. This discreditable excuse bv which Francis
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provided himself with a pretext for breaking the treaty could hardly
have satisfied even the most elastic conscience.

Francis was liberated at the French frontier on 17 March, 1526, and
left behind him his two sons as hostages and guarantees for the execu-
tion of the treaty. He speedily declared his intention of breaking it,
and the estates of Burgundy afforded him a plausible excuse. They
represented that their allegiance could not be transferred without their
consent, and that they would declare their independence rather than
submit to imperial domination. Francis explained this state of affairs
to the ambassadors, who were well aware that the whole scene had
been pre-arranged. He offered to compromise the matter by a pay-
ment of 2,000,000 crowns. Charles stigmatized Francis as void of
faith and honour, while Francis asserted that promises obtained by
force were not binding, and obtained an absolution from the Pope
without difficulty.

War then began again in the north of Italy. The duke of Bourbon
had been appointed duke of Milan as compensation for his French
possessions which Francis refused to restore. The Venetians and the
English king joined Francis, but their movements were so slow and
feeble that the imperialists had no difficulty in maintaining their
ground. Meanwhile the Pope showed great vacillation, which so
irritated the duke of Bourbon that he marched upon Rome, in the
hope of raising sufficient money to pay his clamorous troops. He him-
self was killed in the assault, and the Eternal City was captured and
sacked amid fearful horrors. The Lutheran soldiers of the Most Catholic
King delighted to burn and ravage that which had been the adoration
of the world. The Pope was besieged in the Castle of St. Angelo and
compelled to surrender. For nine months the city and the neighbour-
hood remained at the mercy of the lawless troops, while Charles pro-
fessed sincere sorrow for the outrages, and ordered prayers for the
deliverance of the Pontiff to be offered in all the churches, but made
no move to secure his liberation. The indignation aroused in con-
sequence enabled Francis to invade Italy and penetrate as far as
Naples. Then, however, the Pope determined to conciliate the em-
peror, while Francis committed the mistake of offending the Genoese
hero, Andrea Doria, who revolted to the emperor, and turned the
scale by giving the imperialists command of the sea. Doria restored
the republic of Genoa, and the French attempts to recover it were
frustrated. The forces of Francis were again defeated in the Milanese,
and it seemed that the time had come for peace. Negotiations were
opened at Cambrai by the emperor’s aunt, Margaret of the Nether-
lands, and the king’s mother, Louise of Savoy. Francis renounced
his Italian claims, left his northern allies in the lurch, and undertook
to pay 2,000,000 crowns as ransom for his sons and in lieu of Bur-
gundy. The treaty was signed in 1528, but obviously a sufficient
number of disputed points were left unsettled to provide material for
a second war. On the whole Francis came out of the struggle with
much greater success than might have been expected; his disasters
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were chiefly due to his persistently bad choice of commanders. Milan,
which was the chief object of contention, was a luxury to him but
a necessity for Charles; nor was it possible for two first-class powers
to live within the peninsula upon peaceable terms.

Charles now resolved to devote his attention to the Reformation
movement in Germany. But the Protestant princes began the for-
mation of the League of Schmalkalden in 1530, and applied to France -
and England for support. This Henry VIII was ready to give; he
was anxious to secure his divorce from Catherine of Aragon, the
emperor’s aunt, and thought that the Pope's reluctance was probably
inspired by Charles. Charles did not see his way to begin a general
war in Germany. He wished to secure the appointment of his brother
Ferdinand as his successor, while the progress of the Turks would
soon demand the united strength of the empire. Meanwhile Francis
began a redistribution of political forces by securing the marriage of
his son, the duke of Orleans, with the niece of the Pope, Catharine
de Medici. If he thus gained the friendship of the Pope he lost that
of Henry VIII, who had thrown off his allegiance to the Papal autho-
rity and declared himself Supreme Head of the English Church. The
Protestant princes of Germany were also suspicious of Francis, and
the death of Clement VII, who was succeeded by Paul III, a supporter
of the emperor, left Francis without the aid which he had striven so
earnestly to secure.

Meanwhile Charles had been occupied by an expedition against the
states of the Barbary pirates, a measure which he had long contem-
plated. The Spanish coasts and possessions in North Africa were
particularly exposed to piratical raids, and the corsairs had recently
extended their expeditions to the Italian coast. His attack upon Tunis
was completely successful, and was the more opportune as Francis
concluded a treaty with the Turkish Suleiman in 1536. In the pre-
vious year the emperor heard that Francis had chosen to reopen the
war while he was engaged in operations against the pirates. Savoy
was overrun by the French troops, and Charles could do no more than
invade Provence in the following year in the hope of securing the
evacuation of the province. The French commander, however, re-
mained on the defensive, Charles was unable to attack any impor-
tant centre, and was obliged to retreat in the early autumn. The
success of the Turks in Hungary, the constant disputes in Germany
between the princes of the Protestant and Catholic Leagues, the
intrigues of the Pope to secure complete command of the next general
council, and the turbulent behaviour of his Flemish subjects were
matters sufficient to fill Charles with anxiety. A meeting took place
between the king and the emperor in 1538, and, though nothing
definite was arranged, a truce was eventually concluded for ten years.
Francis remained in possession of Savoy, while the Pope and the
emperor proceeded to concert measures against the Turks.

The Turks, under Suleiman II, known as the Magnificent, had
developed a westward movement which considerably influenced the
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policy of both Francis and Charles from time to time. In 1521 they
had conquered Belgrade; in 1522 they drove out the Knights of
St. John from the island of Rhodes. The knights received the island
of Malta from Charles in 1530. In 1526 there took place the Battle
of Mohacz, in which the Turks defeated and slew the king of Hungary
and devastated the country. The Archduke Ferdinand, who repre-
sented the house of Hapsburg, secured his coronation in 1527 in spite
of the opposition offered by the Voivod of Transylvania, John Zapolya,
and thus founded the Austrian monarchy by adding Hungary to the
Hapsburg possessions, as he had added Bohemia at the beginning
of the year. Zapolya made common cause with the Turks, and
began the siege of Vienna in 1529 with 120,000 men, but a heroic
defence obliged him to retire. After the religious peace of Nuremberg,
in 1532, the emperor was able to put an army in the field against the
Turks; Charles, however, was unable to control the operations, as
his presence was demanded in Italy, from which country he led his
expedition against Tunis and the Moors in 1541. Suleiman was able
to make Hungary almost a Turkish province, while the second great
expedition of Charles to the African coast was utterly shattered by
a terrible storm. Meanwhile Francis again entered into negotiations
with the Turks, in spite of the fact that his previous alliance had
brought down upon him the general indignation of Europe; nor was
public opinion changed by the assertion that the Most Christian King
was merely using the enemies of the Christian faith for political and
not for religious purposes. At the same time the sultan sent the cele-
brated admiral and pirate, Barbarossa, to support the French in an
invasion of Italy. Barbarossa devastated the southern coasts of Italy,
joined the French fleet at Toulon, and won a victory at Nice in 1543.
These successes, however, in no way sufficed to counterbalance the
infamy which Francis had brought upon his name.

Meanwhile the emperor was obliged to turn his attention to the
situation in Germany. After the truce of Nice in 1538 Charles had
desired to bring back the German Protestants to the universal Church.
The Schmalkaldic League had been so widely extended as to infringe
the conditions of the religious peace of Nuremberg, and a counter
league was formed by the Catholics in the same year. Charles was
anxious to avert the possibility of war, and attempted to arrange a
compact between the opposing parties, but with no great success.
Eventually the Protestant League was rent asunder upon the question
of a bigamous marriage contracted by Philip of Hesse and concluded
with the assent of the reformers of Wittenberg. In 1542 the league
itself was shattered; it was unable to use the opportunity which pre-
sented itself when Francis, supported by Sweden and Denmark, declared
war upon the emperor while the Turks overran Hungary. Charles
now found an ally in the king of England. The death of his aunt
had removed one great source of enmity between Henry VIII and
himself, while the alliance between Francis and Scotland, cemented
by the marriage of James V to Mary of Guise, had roused much alarm
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in England. Henry was anxious that Scotland should enjoy the
benefits of the Reformation, but James was not to be persuaded, and
Henry, with his usual impetuosity, declared war upon him. James V
of Scotland then died, leaving as his successor his infant daughter
Mary, the famous and unfortunate Queen of Scots. Henry now wished
to unite the two kingdoms by a marriage between his son Edward and
Mary, but he knew that the French party in Scotland would bitterly.
oppose the idea, and he was therefore ready to enter an alliance
against Francis. Charles was thus able to appear on the Lower Rhine
with a large army, and the whole district was soon in his hands. But
in 1544, at the Diet of Spires, he again declared his desire to settle the
religious troubles of the empire in an amicable way. The princes
were therefore ready to support him against France, which he was able
to invade by way of Lorraine while the English operated from Calais.
The emperor was almost within sight of the walls of Paris when he
suddenly concluded with Francis the Peace of Crépy. Among the
many reasons adduced to explain this unexpected move the real fact
stands out that there was no true community of interest between
Charles and Henry VIII; both were anxious to make peace with
Francis for their own purposes: Henry, that he might be free to deal
with Scotland, and Charles, that he might be left undisturbed to deal
with the Protestants in Germany, with the Turks, and with Italy. The
unscrupulous diplomacy of Charles won the race, and left Henry en-
tangled in war with France. The Turkish peril was temporarily
averted by a truce with Suleiman. Charles had made concessions in
the interests of religious peace from time to time, but these were not
inspired by any motives of toleration; they were extorted from Charles
by the necessity of securing help against the Turks and the French.
Charles was a whole-hearted Catholic, as is shown by the methods
which he pursued in Spain and in the Netherlands; if he avoided
persecution in Germany he did so simply because he had no other
choice. He could conceive no other creed than that in which he had
been brought up, and the idea that two faiths could co-exist indepen-
dently of one another was to him incomprehensible. His policy
hitherto, however, had done much to advance the cause of Lutheranism.
Reformers and anti-imperial princes had been driven into one another’s
arms; it seemed likely that the Netherlands would follow their lead,
and it was possible that Protestant electors might secure a majority
at the next imperial election.

Charles was therefore well convinced that war was the only
solution. At the Council of Trent, held at the end of 1545, the Pope
made a vigorous attack upon Protestantism and promised energetic
support if war were declared against the Schmalkaldic League. These
promises led to a formal treaty between the Pope and the emperor
in 1546. Some Protestant lords joined Charles, such as William of
Bavaria, while the elector of Saxony, Duke Maurice, was wavering.
At the Diet of Ratisbon it became plain to the states that Charles

proposed to punish the refractory princes. But, contrary to the general
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expectation, the league held closely together and was supported by
many of the towns. They had more than 50,000 men in the field,
while Charles had but a small bodyguard with him at Ratisbon and
could have offered but little resistance to immediate action. The
league forces, however, wasted their time in unnecessary movements,
while the emperor was able to gather reinforcements and extend his
control. By the end of the autumn Maurice of Saxony declared his
hostility to his cousin the elector after he had himself been invested
with the title of elector in place of the proscribed prince; he occupied
the electorate in conjunction with King Ferdinand and forced the
league armies to withdraw to central Germany. The towns were
then unable to hold out, and the emperor became master of the south.

The death of Henry VIII and of Francis I in the early months of
1547 freed Charles from the possibility of foreign complications. John
Frederick had reappeared in Saxony and was received with great
enthusiasm. He speedily recovered the whole of his own territories
and seemed likely to gain the support of the Lutherans in Bohemia
and Silesia. A Protestant league was being formed in northern
Germany, while Charles and the Pope were also at enmity. The Pope
had been offended by such small concessions as Charles had thought
advisable in order to attract wavering Lutherans to his cause.
Obviously, however, his first task was to oppose John Frederick of
Saxony, who was utterly defeated and taken prisoner at Miihlberg, on
24 April, 1547. John Frederick and Philip of Hesse were thrown
into prison, and were carried about by the emperor as a speaking
example to other waverers.

This rapid success of the emperor considerably alarmed the Pope,
who declined to let the Church council leave Bologna, while Charles
required its return to Trent. The Pope began to fear that Charles
might induce the council to limit his authority. Both Pope and
emperor, thinking that the Protestants had been crushed, began to
consider their own private advantage. Charles published a code of
doctrines known as the Interim, a compromise which made certain
concessions to the Lutherans, allowed clerical marriage, the use of
the cup by the laity, and insisted upon a modified form of the doctrine
of justification by faith. The Pope replied that the emperor could
not decide matters of doctrine and the College of Princes declared
that the Interim could not apply to Catholic territories. Charles re-
garded the Interim as a temporary arrangement which should stand
only until a free general council was convoked, and resolved to enforce
it upon the empire. Catholics and Protestants alike objected to this
summary method of settling doctrinal questions, but the free city of
Magdeburg alone offered any real resistance. Maurice of Saxony, with
an army, was sent to reduce the town to obedience. Meanwhile the
Spanish troops scattered through the empire created the impression
that Germany was a conquered country, an impression which their
arrogance did nothing to remove. German mercenaries were forbidden
to serve in foreign armies, while the treatment of Philip of Hesse
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and John Frederick aroused deep indignation. There were Turkish
troubles in Hungary, while France had made peace with England and
was inclined to break with the emperor upon a disputed question in
Italy. Maurice of Saxony began to think that the emperor's cause
was waning, and that he must find some independent means of support.
Upon the surrender of Magdeburg in 1551 he contrived to win over
the inhabitants to his cause and concluded an agreement with Henry 11
of France. Having thus completed his plans he submitted to the
emperor a manifesto containing a list of grievances for which he
required redress, and supported his arguments with such energy that
he nearly captured the emperor, who was obliged to flee across the
Brenner Pass amid rain and snow with a few attendants. For a short
time Charles was a solitary fugitive within his own kingdom.” The
Council of Trent was broken up because the assembly of prelates
declined to work with soldiers under arms. Charles was compelled
to sign a treaty at Passau which restored the captive princes to liberty,
while he agreed to refer the religious question to a Diet, until which
time the Protestants should be allowed to exercise their religion accor-
ding to their consciences. The Interim of Augsburg thus came to an
end, and for a short period the equality of the two religions was
admitted, while the political supremacy of the emperor was broken
both in Germany and in Europe. In 1555 a great Diet was opened at
Augsburg to secure some compromise upon the religious difficulties.
The struggle went on for months, and eventually it was agreed that
the Lutheran princes should be relieved from all episcopal jurisdiction
" in their lands, while they might retain all ecclesiastical property which
had been secularized before the Treaty of Passau. Henceforward
each territorial secular prince could choose between the Catholic and
Lutheran faiths, and the decision was to be binding upon his subjects.
This was the famous principle cujus regio ejus rveligio. If a subject
objected to his sovereign’s religion his only remedy was to migrate
elsewhere. Toleration was thus confined to princes or governments,
with one important exception which the Catholics succeeded in carry-
ing—that any ecclesiastical prince, any bishop or abbot, who became
a Protestant should forfeit his living and lands and his dignities, a
clause known by the name of the Ecclesiastical Reservation. It was
a feeble conclusion to forty years of strife, and the Ecclesiastical
Reservation itself contained the seeds which eventually grew to the
Thirty Years’ War. Bat, bad as it was, it was the best that Charles
could do for himself. He now had a free hand to maintain Catholicism
in full rigour. In the year 1550 he set up the Inquisition in the
Netherlands and supported it with all his authority. The Pope
became the avowed enemy of the House of Austria and entered upon
an alliance with France, and a. storm seemed to be approaching, when
Charles, to the general surprise, abdicated his dominions. To his son
Philip he left the crown of the Netherlands and Spain and. retired to
the monastery of Yuste, a secluded region in western Spain. The
imperial crown was. eventually assumed by Charles’s brother, the.
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Archduke Ferdinand, who had already united Bohemia, Hungary, and
Austria. It was a scheme which Charles had considered carefully
for some years previously, though its execution filled Europe with
astonishment. He was tormented with the gout, which constantly
rendered him incapable of attending to business. ~He felt that the
control of affairs was slipping from his hands and was falling into
the power of his ministers, while he saw that his chief rival, Henry of
France, was a vigorous man in the prime of life. These are facts
sufficient to explain his determination. He died in 1558, after seeing
Philip’s victories over the French at St. Quentin and at Gravelines,
which led to the treaty of Cateau-Cambrésis. He saw his son pre-
pared to carry on his policy of unity in Church and State, and prepared
to suppress heresy not merely as a sin but as an act of political re-
bellion. He saw a son in power who was an incessant worker, was
prepared to centralize the government to the uttermost, and was fully
convinced that the Spaniards were the chosen people elected to
champion the true Church, and that their king was the instrument
of God for the working out of these designs.

The reign of Charles V is a disappointing period in history. The
constant succession of struggles between himself and Francis led to
no very practical result except that they averted a possibility which
seemed at one time imminent, the reduction of France to a mere de-
pendency of Spain; they also preserved the religious aspirations of
Germany from total destruction. Francis at least gave Protestantism
time to take permanent root in northern Germany; the shameful
alliance between Christian and Turk and the disunion between the
Christians themselves had inflicted a severe loss upon Christendom.
The Mediterranean was almost a Turkish sea, while Hungary was
ravaged with fire and sword. Italy was in very little better plight;
the peninsula had been the chief seat of the struggles between Francis
and the emperor and had suffered severely in consequence. The
literary and artistic revival had been checked, and the transference of
the movement to France is the only compensation that can be discerned
for this particular loss. Lastly, the religious struggle in Germany was
postponed by a hopeless compromise when a wise ruler might have
ended it. Men’s minds had been turned to war, and the principle of
territorialism had obtained definite recognition. The success of the
Reformation meant the overthrow of the German monarchy, because
it implied the success of several princes who claimed to control or who
represented the religious feelings of their subjects. Germany ceased
to be a kingdom and became a collection of petty states divided by
mutual animosity. Equally disastrous were the effects upon the once
vigorous city life of the German towns. The freedom of citizenship
disappeared; territorial sovereigns interfered with municipal admini-
stration and demanded the control of municipal finance. Municipal
art and civilization naturally decayed, and the era between the Peace
of Augsburg and the outbreak of the Thirty Years’ War was com-
pletely barren so far as Germany was concerned.



THE EMPEROR CHARLES V AT THE
CONVENT OF YUSTE. From the painting by
Alfred Elmore, R.A., in the collection of the Royal
Holloway College, Egham.

This picture, exhibited first at the Royal Academy in 1856,
represents a scene described in Stirling’s Chister Life of the
Emperor Charles V. 'The famous Emperor, wearied of king-
ship and in the grip of disease, gave up his kingdoms to his son,
Philip II, in 1555-6, and in 1557 settled in a house beside the
Monastery of St. Jerome at Yuste, about 120 miles west by
south of Madrid. Although keeping in touch with affairs, he
lived here in comparative retirement till his death in 1558.
Always a lover of art, he was a liberal patron of Titian, several
of whosc masterpieces he took with him into his retirement at
Yuste. One of these, a portrait of his dead wife, Isabella of
Portugal, was especially dear to him during this time of melan-
choly retrospect. The plate shows Charles seated, with Philip
II beside him, looking at some of his favourite pictures, which
have been brought to him by monks and servants.

The artist, Alfred Elmore, was a native of Ireland. He was
born in 1815, and died in 1881. His best works are historical
paintings.
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CHAPTER IV
Ignatius Loyola (ap. 1491-1556)

Even before the death of Luther the Reformation had gained sco
strong a hold in Western Christendom that the disruption of the old
ecclesiastical empire seemed to be imminent. Several causes, however,
concurred to repress the advance of Protestantism and enabled the
Roman Catholic Church to regain much of her old ascendancy. Of
these, apart from divisions among the Protestants themselves, the
most important was the counter Reformation that took place within
the Catholic Church itself. Though usually associated with the name
of Borromeo, this reaction had begun even before the rise of Protes-
tantism, and had found expression in such movements as the Cluniac
reforms and in the foundation of such organizations as the Dominican
and Franciscan orders. The spread of Protestantism had been greatly
furthered by the existence of evils within the Roman Catholic Church,
which were acknowledged as such even by her own adherents. The
sack of Rome in the year 1527 was a calamity which made a profound
impression upon Christendom and was regarded by many as a Divine
judgment upon the wickedness of the city. The Church was further
supported in this movement by the energy of the Holy Inquisition and
by the Jesuit society founded by Ignatius of Loyola. Of all of the new
supporters of the Roman Catholic Church it may be said beyond dis-
pute that the Jesuits were the most zealous and the most influential.
Macaulay, indeed, has declared, not entirely without truth, that ¢ the
history of the Jesuits is the history of the Catholic reaction .

The founder of this famous society was a Spaniard. Don Inigo Lopez
de Recalde was born in 1491 at the Castle of Loyola, in the Basque
province of Guipuzcoa, near the French frontier. He served as a page
t the court of Ferdinand of Aragon and about 1517 he entered the
army under the protection of his relative, the duke of Najera, one of
the greatest nobles in Spain. In 1521, when war began between
Francis I and Charles V, he held the rank of captain and was severely
- sunded at the siege of Pampeluna. The French, into whose hands
ne fell, treated him kindly and carried him to his ancestral castle, where
he eventually recovered from his wound, which left him, however, with
¢ slight lameness for life. But his recovery was preceded by a long
and painful convalescence; demanding books with which to pass the
time, he was given a popular work, The Flower of the Saints, and a
Spanish translation of the ZLife of Christ by Ludolph the Carthusian,
a Saxon monk to whom the authorship of the Zmitation of Jesus Christ

has been attributed. These works and his meditations made so pro-
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found an impression upon him that he resolved to transfer his energies
from an earthly to a heavenly militarism. His idea was to enter a
Carthusian monastery; but he resolved first to go to Jerusalem and
expiate his sins by the penance of a pilgrimage. When he was
sufficiently strong to travel he began his undertaking by keeping a
spiritual vigil-at-arms in the Chapel of the Virgin at Montserrat, and
then made his way to Barcelona, where he proposed to embark for
Jerusalem. But an accidental meeting induced him to remain for
nearly a year at Manresa, not very far from Montserrat, where he is
said to have received a spiritual vision revealing to him the plan of
his society and the method by which he should compile his famous
Book of the Exercises. He left Manresa in 1523, as a pilgrim to the
Holy Land, and made his way to Rome on Palm Sunday in that year.
He was able to receive the blessing of the Pope, and proceeded to
Venice, begging his way. After a perilous voyage he reached Jerusalem
on 14 September. :

There is little doubt that the object of this pilgrimage was something
of the nature of a crusade. It was not only to be a penitential perfor-
mance but the starting-point of a new movement. The crusading spirit
had survived longer in Spain than elsewhere, and it is probable that the
society which he had in mind was intended to be one for converting the
Mohammedans. But the Franciscans, to whom he was commended,
showed not the slightest enthusiasm when this project was propounded
to them. Their provincial was well aware that any untimely display of
missionary zeal would expose all Christians in Palestine to the risk of
extermination, and Ignatius was therefore refused permission to remain.
He proceeded to seek a passage back to Venice. The captains of two
well-found ships are said to have refused him with mockery, saying that
if he were a saint, as he was popularly reported to be, it would be quite
easy for him to walk upon the sea. Ignatius was therefore reduced to
a passage upon a small and leaky vessel, to which, however, his pre-
sence brought good fortune. He is said to have reached Venice in
1524, while the captains who refused to help him were lost at sea.

After further adventures he returned to Spain. His journey had at
least taught him his ignorance and his lack of education, and he there-
fore resolved to devote the next years to study. From 1524 to 1528 he
attended the universities of Barcelona, Alcald, and Salamanca. His
habit of combining preaching and the work of conversion with study
exposed him to the suspicion of the authorities at Alcald, and he was
ordered to refrain from public meetings and speeches until he had
finished his four years’ course. At Salamanca he ventured to draw
a distinction between mortal and venial sin before he had completed
his divinity studies. The inquisitors suspected that he was a member
of the sect known as the Alumbrados, the Illuminated, who professed
to receive direct revelations from the Deity. Eventually he was re-
leased, but he resolved that the kind of training he required could only
be procured in Paris, and in 1528 he made his way to the capital of
France.



Ignatius Loyola 55

The University of Paris was, in many respects, the intellectual
centre of Europe at that time, even if it had lost something of its
former dominant reputation. The questions concerning the grounds
upon which Henry VIII might annul his marriage with Catherine of
Aragon were under discussion before this University during the period
that Ignatius attended the Sorbonne. There he also gained a nearer
view of the many problems which the Reformation had aroused. He
saw Queen Eleanor’s entrance into Paris in 1530; perhaps he also saw’
the execution of the Protestant Louis Berquin in 1529. There is no
doubt that he studied diligently and was careful not to allow the de-
votional exercises which he pursued with extraordinary ardour to
infringe upon the time allotted to study. One of his masters was
Francis Xavier, who afterwards became famous as the Apostle of the
Indies and laboured in the lands of the Far East with astonishing
results. Ignatius lived in poverty throughout his time of student-
ship; a sum of money given him by a lady patron, Elizabeth Roser,
before he left Spain, had been embezzled by a friend to whom he had
entrusted it, and he was therefore obliged to seek support from the rich
Spanish merchants of Flanders and others who were inclined to help
him. Probably upon one of these tours he met, in the city of Bruges,
the famous Spaniard, Louis Vivés, one of the most brilliant exponents
of humanism in the early sixteenth century. It is likely that from
this distinguished educationist Ignatius derived some of those principles
which were afterwards turned to such admirable account in the Jesuit
schools.

Ignatius had always been ready to gather young men round him,
and in Spain he had three or four devoted adherents. In Paris he
collected another little band, who were inspired with his own enthu-
siasm for his ideas. Pierre Le Favre was his first disciple; then
followed Francis Xavier, a more difficult conquest. Other Spaniards
were Diego Laynez and Alfonso Salmeron, both excellent scholars,
who did much work in the Council of Trent. Simon Rodriguez, a
Portuguese nobleman, and Nicholas Bobadilla completed the little band,
which was joined by three other converts shortly before Ignatius left
France. In 1534 they heard Mass and received the communion in the
church of Montmartre, took vows of poverty and chastity, and bound
themselves to make a pilgrimage to Jerusalem when they had finished
their university course. If this intention should prove impossible they
were to go to Rome and place themselves at the disposal of the Pope
for any purpose that he might deem desirable.

It is probable that at this period Ignatius had produced the final
draft of the famous Sp#ritual Exercises, which are his best-known
work. In their compilation Ignatius borrowed something from pre-
vious devotional writers. But the Spiritual Exercises in their final
form bear the stamp of a fine originality. The book is divided into
four portions, to each of which a week should be allotted as the space
of time for completing the exercises contained within it. The novice
who wishes to undergo the exercises must enter a retreat or a house of
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the society, where a director is assigned to him who instructs him daily
and directs his meditations. A cell is given him as remote from all
human intercourse as possible. The exercises themselves would
probably make but little impression on an incurious reader. During
the first week, or period of time, for the week may be shortened or
extended to suit particular cases, the course of meditations is pre-
paratory, inducing a passive state in which the novice is prepared to
receive further impressions. During the second week the glories of
heaven and the majesty of God’s service are set before the disciple,
in contrast with the armies of Satan and with his temptations. The
third week is devoted to meditation upon the Gospel story, and the
fourth to contemplation of the eternal joys of Paradise. There are,
however, certain points in this method which distinguish it from other
systems of mysticism. Monastic societies and ascetic confraternities
had hitherto come into existence as a means by which mankind might
withdraw from the perils of the world and secular life. The discipline
which the members of these societies underwent was directed to quench-
ing their earthly passions that they might remain undisturbed and iso-
lated in the contemplation of the Divine idea. The system of Ignatius
regarded such a consummation as incomplete. He was by tempera-
“ment and training a soldier, and if a crusade in the Holy Land were
impossible it was clear that the Reformation had provided a more than
adequate field for the crusading energies of Europe; therefore the
mind, when purified and exalted by the exercises, was to be used for
working out the salvation of others and was not to devote its powers
to the achievement of its own felicity. In other words, the absorption
of the soul in the Godhead is not to be the end, but the beginning, of
action. In the second place, the method of the exercises laid great
stress upon the use of the lower faculties and the imaginative powers
for the purpose of making a distinct and lasting impression upon the
mind. The novice is to adopt definite postures for contemplation,
according to his temperament, and to shut out all light from his cell
during the earlier part of the exercises; to form in his mind’s eye pre-
cise and detailed images of the scenes and speeches upon which he
meditates; not only to see, for instance, the cottage of the Blessed
Virgin, situated at Nazareth, in the province of Galilee, but also ‘‘to
perceive by the inward hearing, what persons are saying and how
they are conversing together.” The novice is to fancy the Virgin
sitting upon an ass, with Joseph and a poor maidservant and an ox,
setting out for Bethlehem, and to form an idea of the journey as to its
‘length, obliquity, and the smoothness or roughness presenting them-
selves from place to place. Then also he must examine the place of the
Nativity, like to a cavern, whether broad or narrow, lying flat or rising
up, conveniently or inconveniently prepared ”. These scenes are to be
gone over in the mind until the sentiments which they should excite
have been actually experienced, and even the senses of taste and smell
are to be used to stimulate the impression. Lastly, and obviously, much
responsibility for the success of these exercises, in any particular case,
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depended upon the spiritual director and upon his experience in the
treatment of souls. Attempts, therefore, to infer the success of Loyola’s
system from the mere reading of his most famous devotional work may
possibly end in disappointment.

In 1537 Ignatius and his companions left Paris and made their
way to Venice. The war with the Turks made a journey to Jerusalem
impossible, and the little band resolved to proceed to Rome. Before
they left Venice, however, Ignatius made the acquaintance of John
Peter Caraffa, who afterwards became Pope, and it was probably here
that Ignatius first resolved that there was work for him to do nearer
home than at Jerusalem. Carafta was anxious that Ignatius and his
companions should join his own order of the Theatines, who had been
approved by Clement VII in 1524, and who were a mendicant and
charitable confraternity. They derived their name from the fact that
one of their first superiors was bishop of Theano. But Ignatius had
already a consistent idea of the Society which he wished to found,
nor could any apparent difficulties turn him from his purpose. He
approached Rome with considerable caution, and left his other com-
panions in northern Italy to continue the work of preaching and teach-
ing and to gather further disciples. In October, 1539, he reached
Rome, and met with a kindly reception from the Pope, Paul III, who
authorized him to begin his missionary work in the Eternal City. He
therefore summoned his other companions to join him, and it now
only remained for Ignatius to draw up a definite rule and constitution
for the society and obtain its confirmation from the Pope.

The petition presented by Ignatius and his friends was accordingly
referred by the Pope to a committee of three cardinals. At first they
reported unfavourably upon it. Reform was certainly in the air, but
it was a reform that rather desired the purification or suppression of
existing religious orders than the foundation of new ones. However,
Ignatius succeeded in overcoming this opposition, and on 27 Sep-
tember, 1540, the Papal Bull founding the Society of Jesus was issued.
The intention of the society is thus stated in the terms of the Bull:
‘“ Whosoever shall wish to bear arms for God in our Society, which
we desire to be called the Society of Jesus, and to serve only Jesus
for Our Lord and the Roman Pontiff as Vicar on earth, must, after
having made a solemn vow of perpetual chastity, set before himself
that he is going to belong to a Society principally instituted to work
for the advancement of souls in Christian life and teaching, for the
propagation of the faith by public teaching, by the ministry of the
Word of God, by the Spiritual Exercises and by works of charity,
especially by teaching the catechism to children and to those who
are not properly instructed in Christianity, and by hearing the con-
fessions of the faithful for their spiritual consolation. . . . The General
or Superior whom we shall choose will decide upon the degree fitted to
each one, as well as the offices, all of which shall be in his hands.
This General shall have authority to make constitutions agreeable to
the aim of the institution with the consent of those who are associated
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with him and in a council where everything is to be decided by the
plurality of votes. . . . Although we have learnt from the Gospel and
from the orthodox faith and although we profess to believe firmly that
all the faithful of Jesus Christ are subject to the Roman Pontiff as to
their head and the Vicar of Jesus Christ, nevertheless, in order that
the humility of our Society may be still greater, we have thought that
it would be very useful to bind ourselves by a peculiar vow so that,
whatever the present Roman Pontiff or his successors may command
us concerning the good of souls and the propagation of the faith, we
may be obliged to carry out instantly, without evasion or excuse, in
whatever country they may send us, whether to the Turks or any other
infidels or even to the Indies, or to heretics and schismatics or to any
of the faithful. . . . All will make a vow to obey the General in every-
thing that concerns the observance of our rule and the General will
prescribe the things which he is aware will be calculated to accomplish
the end which God and the Society have had in view.”

The document then proceeds to lay stress upon the importance of
instructing children in the faith, and provides for the foundation of
colleges by the society, the students of which may be admitted mem-
bers upon the approval of their superiors. Thus the character of
the society is designedly somewhat vague. It was an advance from
small beginnings, and the most definite characteristics are its military
purpose and the implicit obedience of its members to the General,
whose power over the members is absolute. The number of members
was limited to sixty, and the association did not intend it to grow in
size until the nature of their purpose had become more clearly obvious.
The right of the members to express their views to the General in a
council, and the statement that students are only to be admitted mem-
bers after due approval, is in approximation to the constitutions of older
orders, but these provisions in no way prevented the society from
developing upon new lines. Shortly after the reception of the Papal
Bull, Ignatius announced in a letter the departure of Francis Xavier
for Portugal and thence for India. He was accompanied by another
member, Rodriguez. Meanwhile the six members who were left in
Rome proceeded to elect their General, the absentees having sent their
votes in writing. Ignatius was unanimously elected, but refused the
honour. A second election produced the same result. Eventually he.
gave way, and received the vows of his companions on 22 April, 1541.

No sooner was Ignatius elected than he devoted himself specially
to two objects—the drawing up of a constitution and personal service
for the ‘¢ greater glory of God ”, a formula which constantly reappears
in his letters and writings. He began, for instance, by accepting the
humble office of cook in the household, and for some time gave
religious instruction to little children, a duty to which some of the
members had shown some disinclination. He is said to have spent his
day as follows: On rising he meditated for an hour and then celebrated
Mass. He then received visitors or left the house if outside business
required his presence. After dinner he would talk on divine and
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instructive subjects. He then signed his letters and conducted corre-
spondence or dealt with the various details of administrative work.
After supper he prepared business for the next day, and instructed his
secretary upon his course of action. He never slept for more than four
hours. His work in Rome was concentrated upon the privations caused
by the famine, and was especially concerned with the conversion of the
Jews, the formation of rescue homes, and the relief and education of
orphan children. One of the first missions accomplished by members
of his society, after the departure of Francis Xavier, sent two of his
companions to Ireland. The Roman Catholic population found much
trouble in maintaining relations with the Papacy, and one of the Irish
bishops had asked the Pope to send a Nuncio who might grant dis-
pensations and look into existing difficulties. The two Jesuits were
only able to remain thirty-six days in Ireland, as a price was set upon
their heads, but the fact that they were dispatched upon such a mission
was evidence of the real appreciation which the Pope felt for their
society. Other evidence of the kind is the fact that Ignatius was able
to act as mediator between the Pope and John III, king of Portugal,
when friction had arisen concerning the disposal of an important
benefice. Again, in 1548, he persuaded the citizens of Tivoli and the
occupants of the Castle of St. Angelo to submit a quarrel to arbitration
when an appeal to force seemed likely to result. Members were offered
benefices and cardinals’ hats, and Ignatius had some difficulty in per-
suading would-be benefactors of the society that ecclesiastical dignities
and honours were entirely foreign to his plans, which were based upon
vows of humility and poverty.

Members of the society thus increased rapidly, and as Ignatius
worked at his constitution he gradually modified his scheme of govern-
ment. To preserve the unity of the society an increase in the General’s
authority was inevitable, and two further Papal Bulls approved steps
in the direction of absolutism. Pope Julius IIl, who came to the chair
in 1550, was favourably disposed to the society, and through his influ-
ence two of its former members, Laynez and Salmeron, were present as
his delegates at the Council of Trent. The election, however, of Caraffa,
who took the title of Paul IV in 1555, opened a period of difficulty and
trial for Ignatius. The new Pope desired to limit the powers of the
General, who was to be appointed for three years and not for life.
He also suspected the society, misinterpreting the principles and
nature of its military organization as likely to foment rebellion. These
suspicions were no doubt derived from his innate hostility to Spain.
However, the Pope’s interference caused no definite change in the
general scheme of the constitution. In the beginning of 1556 Ignatlus
was in weak health, and resigned the government to a commission of
three fathers. He dled on 3 July of that year, and was canonized
in 1628.

To analyse the character of a religious enthusiast is a process often
likely to lead to disappointing results. The outstanding features in
the case of Ignatius are, in the first place, the fact that his powers
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were of late development. He underwent little or no scholastic training
until he had passed the age of thirty. Possibly for that very reason his
mysticism never overcame his common sense. While he saw visions
and dreamed dreams he was also prudent, thoughtful, and calculating.
The combination of these qualities, added to a wonderful genius for
detail, enabled him to found a society of a more original kind than
any that the Church had yet seen, though he had perhaps little con-
ception of the services which he performed to the Roman Catholic
Church. Upon his death Laynez was elected vicar general and
eventually General. Paul IV died in 1559, and his successor, Pius IV,
was more kindly disposed to the order. His predecessor’s modifica-
tions of the society’s rule had never been reduced to writing, and the
General induced Pius IV to revoke these as far as was necessary. The
last obstacle before the spread of the society had thus been removed.
The Latin countries were soon covered with its institutions. In Ger-
many and Austria progress was slower, and in France the society
could only obtain a footing in the teeth of much opposition. Its mem-
bers fulfilled the most varied offices with that complete abnegation and
total self-submission to the rules of the order and the commands of
the General which Ignatius had regarded as one of the keystones of
the society.

Few writers pass over the history of the Jesuits without referring to
their services in the cause of education, but equally few give any de-
scription of their educational system. Their skill as educators is attested
even by Bacon and Descartes, and in Catholic Europe at least, and to
some extent in Protestant countries, their schools drove all competitors
from the field. As we have stated, the Papal Bull under which they
were founded referred to education as one of their objects. Under-
standing that secular learning was in greater demand than religious
instruction, they ensured that the former should give them the oppor-
tunity of inculcating the latter. Through various Popes they obtained
powers for founding schools and colleges and for lecturing at univer-
sities. Few of them were dispensed from the duty of giving elementary
instruction, and Laynez himself, the second General, had performed this
duty in Florence. The Jesuit teacher was obliged to devote his whole
energies to his work. He usually began with his boys in the lowest
form or class, and followed them up the school that he might be able
to study the character of his pupils as they developed. As in other
cases, his personal predilections had to be suppressed, and his efficiency
in this respect and as an instructor was guaranteed by a system of
supervision and the continual writing of reports. Jesuit instruction
was gratuitous to all, nor were poverty or low birth any hindrance to
a pupil’s admission. The subject-matter of instruction was naturally
confined to the classical languages, and in particular to Latin, which
was, as far as possible, to supersede all other languages, even in speak-
ing. The nature of the instruction was determined by two leading
principles: enormous and meticulous thoroughness in mastering the
elements were specially demanded, and great pains were taken to foster
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emulation. In the lower parts of the school, boys were arranged in
pairs, each couple being in rivalry with one another. Every class was
divided into two opposing parties, known as Rome and Carthage, which
competed from time to time by questioning one another upon set sub-
jects. In this way some relief was given to the comparative slowness
with which a pupil advanced in consequence of the pains that were
taken to ensure that every member of the class should have a thorough
knowledge of what he learnt. Further, the work was to be made as
attractive as possible; pupils were not to be overtasked, corporal punish-
ment was to be sparingly used, and the school hours reasonably short,
in all of which respects the Jesuit schools contrasted most favourably
with the medieval grammar schools. To this sensible organization the
popularity of their schools was largely due. In France the University
at one time procured a decree forbidding Parisians to send away their
sons to Jesuit schools. Ranke states: ‘It was found that young
persons learnt more in the Jesuit schools in half a year than at others
in two years. Even Protestants called their children back from distant
schools to put them under the care of the Jesuits.”

Possibly no body of men has ever been so profoundly hated, but no
amount of obloquy could hide the fact that their devotion to their own
idea of Christian duty has never been surpassed. Differences of opinion
arose from differences in ideal. Both Pascal and the Jesuits were ready
to combine upon the point that the ideal Christian would do everything
to ‘“the greater glory of God ”, but the Jesuits declined to recognize the
rights of the individual. The manifest kingdom of God was to them the
Roman Catholic Church, and the Company of Jesus was the organized
army of the Church; indeed Ignatius himself used the term company in
its military sense, and the Jesuits therefore considered that the glory of
God and the success of their society were convertible terms.



CHAPTER V

William the Silent (a.n. 1533-1584)

William the Silent, prince of Orange, and the founder of Dutch
liberty, has been strangely misnamed by the course of events; he was
by no means of a taciturn nature, it is probable that he never saw the
principality of Orange, and he was not a Dutchman by birth. His
career was indeed anomalous; by birth a German count, he became
a titular prince of France and a magnate of Holland by inheritance:
though his family were Lutherans, he was educated as a Roman
Catholic, and died a Calvinist. The eldest son of William, count
of Nassau, he was born on 25 April, 1533; by the will of his cousin
René he became heir, at the age of twelve, to the wide Netherland
fiefs of the Nassau family and to the empty title of Prince of Orange, a
little state upon the Rhone. When he was twenty-six years of age he
became head of the house of Nassau upon his father’s death, and trans-
ferred the possessions and revenues to his brother John. He was four
times married, and left a family of twelve children, from whom descended
the royal house of Hohenzollern-Brandenburg, William III of England,
by male line, and by female line the Orléans house of France, the reign-
ing king of Spain, and the present royal house of England, not to speak
of such famous dgures as Marshal Turenne, or Princes Rupert and
Maurice, the nephews of Charles I of England; Wilhelmina, the pre-
sent queen of Holland, is descended in both lines from William the
Silent and from his brother, John of Nassau. No family of importance
in European history can show such a record of constant intermarriage
and prolific issue.

William’s early life was spent at the family castle of Dillenburg.
In 1544, upon the death of René of Orange, he was taken to Brussels
and acknowledged as heir to his great Flemish inheritance. The emperor,
Charles V, had approved René’s will on condition that the heir should
be brought up at his court, and from his twelfth year William was edu-
cated as a Catholic, and became a special favourite of Charles V, who
showed great interest in him, made him his page, and afterwards gentle-
man of the chamber, and thus initiated him into the conduct of high
affairs of state. At the age of eighteen he was married to Anne of
Egmont, the only daughter and heiress of Count Maximilian of Buren,
one of the Flemish magnates: she died six years later, and the prince
was occupied with military service for the greater part of their married
life. During the warfare between the emperor and the league of the
German princes and the French king, which ended in the peace of
Cateau-Cambresis in 1559, the prince showed vast perseverance and
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energy in his command of an ill-paid and disorderly army of mercenary
troops; but he emerged from the campaign with the credit of a diplo-
matist and statesman rather than with that of a strategist or tactician.
In October, 1555, he was summoned to be present at the brilliant scene
when the emperor abdicated in favour of his son, Philip II, and it was
upon the prince’s shoulder that the emperor leaned for support as he
made his way into the great assembly hall of the Brussels palace.
Philip continued the former emperor’s marks of confidence and made’
William a state councillor and a knight of the Order of the Golden
Fleece. At the age of twenty-five he was thus one of the most powerful
men in Europe; in possession of vast estates, expending large sums in
royal entertainment, and devoted to the amusements of the age, he was
universally popular. The memoirs of Pontus Payen, a Catholic, and no
sympathizer with the aims of the prince at the time when he wrote,
give the following account of him:—

Never did arrogant or indiscreet word issue from his mouth, under the
impulse of anger or other passion; if any of his servants were in fault, he
was content to admonish him gently without threats or abuse. He com-
manded a sweet and winning power of persuasion, by means of which he
gave form to the great ideas within him, and thus he succeeded in bending
to his will the other lords about the court as he chose. He was loved and
in favour high above all men with the people for the gracious manner that
he had of saluting and addressing familiarly and attractively all whom he
met. ‘

After the treaty of Cateau-Cambrésis had been concluded between
Philip IT and Henry II of France the prince of Orange was chosen as
one of the state hostages who were to remain with Henly as guarantees
for the performance of the treaty; with him were the duke of Alva and
two others, and it was during this stay in Paris that the incident oc-
curred which made William famous as /e Zaciturne, the Silent. The
story is related by Pontus Payen, as follows:—

One day during a stag-hunt in the Bois de Vincennes, Henry, finding
himself alone with the prince, began to speak of the great number of Pro-
testant sectaries who had increased so much during the late war, to his
great sorrow. His conscience, said the king, would not be easy nor his
realm secure, until he could see it purged of the ‘“‘accursed vermin’ who
would one day overthrow his government under pretence of religion if they
were allowed to get the upper hand. This was the more to be feared, since
some of the chief men in the kingdom and even some princes of the
blood were on their side. But he hoped by the grace of God and the good
understanding that he had with his new son, the king of Spain, that he
would ‘'soon master them. The king talked on thus to Orange in the full
conviction that he was cognisant of the secret agreement recently made
with the duke of Alva for the extirpation of heresy. But the prince,
subtle and adroit as he was, answered the good king in such a way as
to leave him under the impression that he, the prince, was in full posses-
sion of the. scheme propounded by Alva; and under -this belief the king
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revealed all the details of the plan arranged between the king ot Spain
and himself for the rooting out and rigorous punishment of the heretics,
from the lowest to the highest rank, and in this service the Spanish
troops were to be mainly employed.

The historical nature of the incident and the judicious silence pre-
served by the prince are confirmed by a reference to the incident in his
Apology, of which we shall speak later. He states that he was resolved
‘““from that moment to chase the Spanish vermin from the land”, and
whether or not this resolution was then so suddenly and irrevocably
conceived as he afterwards represented it, the fact remains that a few
days after the occurrence he obtained leave of absence for a journey to
the Netherlands, where he explained what he had heard to his friends
and urged them to demand in the forthcoming States-General the with-
drawal of the Spanish troops, and to refuse a vote of supplies except
under this condition.

From the age when the Celtic Belgz inhabited the southern parts of
the Netherlands, and the Frisians, Batavians, and other Teutonic clans
the northern parts, the country had been divided by a distinct line of
racial demarcation. The south remained Gallic and the north Ger-
manic; the latter became Protestant and the former Catholic. At the
outset of the sixteenth century the Netherlands were inhabited by a
busy and thriving population of some 3,000,000 souls, collected in
cities, scattered in thousands of prosperous villages and hamlets,
and protected by a belt of strong fortresses. The great cities—Ghent,
Mechlin, Haarlem, Leyden, Amsterdam, Rotterdam, Brussels, and
Antwerp—had grown to wealth and power by their manufactures and
commerce; the position once held by the Hansa towns of northern
Germany had been largely usurped by the enterprising sailors of the
Netherlands. Wealth brought influence and power; feudal lords had
granted city charters and privileges, and when Charles V obtained
possession of the country, the chief Netherland towns were in the
position of so many city states, regulating their own affairs and
sending their several representatives to the States-General, the general
assembly of the provinces. In 1540 Charles had severely punished
the town of Ghent for refusal to pay its share of a general subsidy
demanded from the country; he did his best to extirpate the Refor-
mation heresy, introduced the Inquisition, and carried on a persecution
from 1521 to 1555. But when he finally retired to his monastery the
reformed doctrines were even more widely spread and more deeply
rooted in the Netherlands than at the outset of his persecution.
Philip left Brussels in 1559 for Spain, never to return, and entrusted
the government of the country to his half-sister, Margaret, duchess of
Parma. The prince of Orange was made governor of Holland, Zee-
land, and Utrecht, and given a nominal command in the Spanish
contingent. He was able to check the religious persecution in some
degree, but he had no voice in the government of the country.

The prince now resolved to marry a second time; his choice
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ultimately fell upon Anne of Saxony, the only daughter of the
late Elector Maurice. She was likely to inherit a considerable for-
tune, and her position and connections made the match entirely
suitable. She was, however, a Protestant, and descended from two
foremost supporters of the Lutheran movement. The prince was a
Catholic, and professedly a supporter of Philip II and all his works.
There were therefore considerable obstacles to be overcome on either
side; and the negotiations, which exhausted the diplomatic powers
of the prince, lasted for nearly two years. However, in 1561 the
marriage was celebrated at Leipzig amid all imaginable splendour,
and its achievement is a fair measure of the religious views enter-
tained by the prince. Like Cromwell, he was tolerant in advance
of his age. He remained ostensibly a Catholic for some years after-
wards; at the same time he had a considerable respect for Protestants:
while he objected to persecution, he had an equal dislike of rebellion
and anarchy. He may have been a religious indifferentist, but he was
an interested politician, and he would not stand by and see the inhabi-
tants of his provinces despoiled of property and life to advance the
propagation of ideas which brought no conviction to himself. Such
was his position at the age of twenty-eight; at a later date his con-
viction became more definitely coloured by religious influences.

The prince began his opposition to Philip’s policy upon strictly
constitutional lines, and for a time with such success that the Spanish
troops were eventually withdrawn from Flanders. Cardinal Granvelle,
who was Philip’s instrument in the country, found his position increas-
ingly difficult; he was constantly at variance with the prince of Orange,
and besought Philip to remove this opponent as speedily as possible.
Nor was he mistaken in his surmises that the prince was a source of
danger; he was, in fact, striving to form some alliance which would
enable the Netherlands to make head in the struggle which he saw
to be imminent: he attempted to organize a combination between the
nobles of the Netherlands and of Lutheran Germany; he applied to the
French Huguenots and to the queen of England. At length the car-
dinal was recalled, and it seemed that Orange had triumphed in every
direction; Spanish soldiers, prelates, and politicians were gone, and the
country rejoiced. But Philip had only retired for the moment in order
to spring with greater and more ruthless force.

The respite lasted but three years. Philip regaled the representa-
tives of the Netherlands with promises, and urged his regent, Margaret,
to redouble the severity of the Inquisition. The duchess was at her
wits’ end: she truthfully replied that the heretics were too many in
number to burn, and that the provincial authorities declined to execute
her orders. Orange himself saw that further attempts to influence
Philip were useless. The more ardent Protestants began to meet
and form associations and schemes for defence of a nature too violent
for the prince to countenance. Of these men the chief figures were
Louis of Nassau, the prince’s brother, and Count Brederode, alike

reckless and impetuous characters. At length a request was drawn
VoL. I11 36
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up in moderate terms, with the sanction of the prince, and presented
to the regent; the petitioners asked that the Inquisition and the edicts
against so-called heresy might be suspended. The regent received
the request with obvious alarm, and promised to consult the king,
and meanwhile to moderate the edicts. In her council, one Berlay-
mont broke out with the memorable words: ‘“Madam, is Your High-
ness afraid of these beggars? By the living God, they should be
driven out with sticks!” These words were carried to the petitioners,
who were gathered at a banquet, and the impetuous Brederode hung
a beggar’s wallet round his neck, and, filling a bowl with wine, pro-
posed the toast of ‘‘The Beggars”. The name was unanimously
adopted, and became the party title of the Netherland patriots
throughout the ensuing struggle. Nowhere was the impotence of
the Catholic Government more obvious than in Antwerp. ¢ There
are more heretics in Antwerp than in Geneva”, wrote the cardinal,
and a brisk trade was pursued in the wallets and bowls which formed
the badges of the Beggars. The prince had left Antwerp for an inter-
view with the duchess regent at Brussels, on the day when the public
procession of the Virgin was celebrated. In his absence the mob in-
sulted the Virgin’s image, and, bursting into the cathedral, wrecked and
shattered every ornament to be seen in the edifice. From Antwerp the
iconoclastic mania spread throughout the Netherlands, and churches
were devastated far and wide. The prince restored order upon his
return to Antwerp, and gave the cathedral back to the Catholics,
assigning other churches to the Lutherans and Calvinists. The
duchess regent was cowed by the storm; Philip II was infuriated.
“By the soul of my father,” he swore, ‘it shall cost them dear.”
His bigotry was more stirred by the destruction of church ornaments
than by any loss of life, and his dark and relentless animosity was now
concentrated upon a scheme of revenge.

The prince of Orange was fully aware that Philip’s preparations were -
not intended for the Turks or for any country except the Netherlands.
He foresaw the approach of a long, deadly, and ruinous struggle, and
while anxiously trying every expedient that might make for peace, in
the conviction that the religious issues at stake were not important
enough to justify years of bloodshed, he also showed unwearied
energy in the search for allies. He attempted to organize a party
among the nobility of the country, but was unable to secure any
agreement among them. Some were loyal to Philip, others were
weak, and it became clear that the best way of averting a Spanish
invasion for the moment was to avoid any breach of the peace, and
to discover some arrangement whereby the various religions might
be practised without friction and conflict. The prince, as he ex-
plained in a manifesto to the States, preferred some measure of
local option, or the permission for every religious body to practise
their faith within quarters definitely assigned. He would not approve
any measures of persecution or any grant of a monopoly to one re-
ligion at the expense of other creeds. His efforts to enlist the sym-
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pathies of Protestants elsewhere were unproductive of result; the
French Huguenots and the queen of England were unable or un-
willing to give any effective support, the German Lutherans objected
to the Calvinism of the Netherland Protestants. Meanwhile the
Netherland Calvinists refused to listen to counsels of moderation, and
various petty risings and outbreaks took place, which invariably ended
in defeat. Jean de Marnix, lord of Tholouse, for instance, attacked the
Isle of Walcheren with a body of undisciplined half-armed enthusiasts,
who were eventually cut to pieces at Austruweel, a short distance to the
north of Antwerp. Antwerp itself was in a state of ferment, but the
prince was able to restore order without bloodshed. He felt that
resistance, to be successful, must be properly organized at home
and also be supported by co-religionists in other states. The final
breach between himself and Philip occurred when the regent asked
him to sign a form of oath ‘‘to serve His Majesty, and to act
towards and against all and every as shall be ordered by me on his
behalf, without limitation or restriction”. The prince saw that Philip
had laid a trap for him; he declined to take the oath, resigned his
offices, and left the country for Breda in the early months of 1567.

Meanwhile Ferdinand de Toledo, duke of Alva, had left Spain
with an army of 24,000 men, largely composed of Spanish veterans,
to take over the government of the Netherlands. The commander
was regarded as one of the greatest soldiers of his age; to all the class
prejudice and arrogance of the Spanish grandee he added a fine
capacity for cruelty and deceit, a fanatical bigotry upon religious
questions, and a loyalty to his master that was ruthless and inexorable.
His appointment was most distasteful to the duchess regent, who was
under the impression that Philip would come in person. The king
of Spain turned a deaf ear to her remonstrances. Alva began his
Council of Blood; Counts Horn and Egmont were arrested and
executed, the prince of Orange was outlawed; his eldest son and
heir was treacherously seized and carried to Spain as a prisoner and
a hostage. A reign of terror began for the common people; Alva s
said upon his own showing to have put to death some 18,000 persons
in one way and another by the time that he resigned his commission,
and the country groaned beneath the stringent oppression of fanatics
who seemed resolved to exterminate the nation.

In April, 1567, the prince of Orange retired from Breda to his family
castle of Dillenburg. Family troubles were added to his political cares;
his wife, Anna of Saxony, was entering upon the early stages of the
madness which ended in her death; she constantly thwarted her hus-
band’s desires and treated him with an acerbity which was positively
contumelious. He began to contemplate a conversion to Lutheranism,
and his son, Maurice, who was born in September, was baptized in
that faith. He also circulated a *‘justification” by way of reply to
the sentence of outlawry passed upon him. This lengthy document
was composed in French and circulated in German, Latin, Dutch,
English, and Spanish. It reviewed the course of past events, defended
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himself from the charge of disloyalty, and pointed out the destruction
and ruin which Philip was bringing upon the country in pursuance
of a religious idea. He also began energetically to organize a general
war; money was raised; three expeditions were to invade Flanders—
from Artois, from the Rhine, and from the Ems—while the prince with
reserves awaited the result upon the lower Rhine. Louis of Nassau,
who advanced by way of the Ems, defeated a Spanish detachment
which he had drawn into an entanglement of dikes and morasses
upon the left bank of the Ems, but his force was afterwards cut to
pieces at Jemmingen with dreadful slaughter, and the prince only
escaped by swimming across the river. The other two expeditions
ended in dismal and disastrous failure: the prestige of Alva and
the capacity of his troops were fully vindicated. The prince then
applied to the French Huguenots for assistance; in August, 1568,
he concluded an alliance with Coligny and Condé and collected an
army of Walloon and German mercenaries. His undisciplined troops,
who were chiefly concerned to earn their pay, were no match for Alva’s
well-trained forces, and the prince’s strategy was both ill-conceived
and feebly executed; the Flemish towns would not rise to support
him or pay the contributions which they had promised. The prince
was obliged to disband the miserable remnant of his forces and retreat
to France. His brothers joined Condé and the Huguenots, while the
prince eventually returned to Nassau alone, discredited and in the
sorest financial straits. Alva informed Philip that he might regard
the prince of Orange as a dead man, and in truth his fortunes seemed
to have reached the lowest possible ebb. Those who should have
known better impugned his personal courage; the people whom he
wished to help were too dispirited to help themselves; the German
Lutherans reproached him for supporting heretic Calvinists: and yet
the prince continued to work and to hope.

Two circumstances now contributed to produce that surprising
reversal of fortune which was to transform the whole character of the
struggle. Alva imposed a system of taxation which drove the Nether-
lands traders to desperation: a tax of 5 per cent was imposed on
every sale of real property and one of 10 per cent on every sale of
goods; from every loaf of bread, from every tankard of liquor, Spain
would have the ‘‘tenth penny”, as the thrifty burghers styled the tax.
The persecution of their consciences had made this mercantile popula-
tion dispirited and abject; the persecution of their pockets aroused them
to the highest pitch of infuriated exasperation. Alva’s tax had thus
created material for a promising insurrection, and in another quarter
evidence was forthcoming that the Spaniards were by no means in-
vincible in war. For some time Huguenot privateer ships had been
sailing from the west coast of France upon purposes often indistin-
guishable from piratical raids. Louis of Nassau induced his brother to
issue letters of marque to these freebooters, and the prince’s authority
was recognized in English ports when Elizabeth thought that recog-
nition would serve her interests. Wailliam of Orange attempted to
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organize the operations and to control the excesses of these despera-
does, who harried the Netherland coasts, plundered and slaughtered
the Catholics, and even attacked the Spanish navy itself. When the
Nassaus began to organize these ‘‘ Sea Beggars” Elizabeth was obliged
to declare her position; she did not wish to begin a war with Spain
at that time and she therefore excluded the Beggars from English
harbours. This proclamation drove a fleet of twenty-five ships into
. the mouth of the Meuse before Brill on 1 April, 1572. The Beggars
stormed the town, sacked the churches and monasteries, murdered
the priests, and issued an inflammatory address to the inhabitants of
Zeeland. The prince of Orange was proclaimed as stadtholder, and
a force sent by Alva to retake the town was beaten off. The result
was a general and unexpected outburst of enthusiasm for the cause.
Refugees and patriots flocked to the support of the Beggars. Flushing
and the Island of Walcheren, the key of Zeeland and the gate of
Antwerp, were seized and garrisoned before Alva had time to appre-
ciate the danger which threatened him, and every town of any im-
portance in the district declared for the prince.

His cause was further aided by a change in the attitude of France.
In 1570 the religious wars were brought to a temporary conclusion by
the Peace of St. Germain, upon terms very favourable to the Hugue-
nots. Coligny and Louis of Nassau now seemed to control French
policy, La Rochelle became a base from which help could be sent to
Holland, and the imbecile Charles IX even agreed to expend a large
sum upon the arrears of pay due to the German auxiliaries. Philip’s
agents were informed that France had actually arranged a scheme for
the partition of the Netherlands between herself, England, and the
Nassaus, and that attacks were to be made upon him from three
separate quarters with the countenance of France. This policy never
came to anything, and was unlikely tp produce any result in an age
when policies were chiefly dictated by mutual distrust. Alva at the
same time wrote to Philip asking to be relieved of his command: he
was suffering from gout and was very despondent at his lack of success.
Philip refused to recall him, but sent a fleet under Medina Cceli with
reinforcements and a large treasure. The fleet and treasure were
captured by the Sea Beggars at Flushing, while Louis of Nassau seized
Mons with a small army. Money and men were coming in to William
of Orange, and in June, 1572, he crossed the Rhine to the north of
Diisseldorf. Louis was besieged in Mons by the Spaniards, but the
prince was informed that Coligny was advancing with a strong force
to his relief. Presumably for this reason he did not himself advance
in that direction.

But Coligny was even then dead and his body was lying in a
Paris street. The massacre of St. Bartholomew’s Day shattered the
prospects of Calvinism and struck the prince and his followers with
a crushing seizure of despair. He struggled slowly towards Mons,
where Louis was yearning for his arrival; but he could not control
his greedy mercenaries, whom the country people feared almost as much
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as the Spaniards. On the night of 11 September the Spaniards sur-
prised his camp, and the prince only escaped capture through the
wakefulness of his favourite dog: He was then obliged to retreat
with his mutinous and exasperated mercenaries, while nothing re-
mained for Louis in Mons except capitulation. Prostrate with fever
he was carried back to Dillenburg, while the prince, indomitable as
ever, attempted to gather resources for a fresh attempt. Two facts had
become clear to him: with mercenary troops he could make no head
against Philip’s trained veterans; like Cromwell, he must have men
‘““who made some conscience of what they did” and were united by
a better spirit than avarice and a nobler object than plunder. Further,
he began to see that the racial difference between the districts known
to us as Holland and Belgium counted for something. It was not in
the southern provinces that the standard of revolt could be successfully
raised; the real interest and spirit of the movement was centred in
Holland and Zeeland. Thither the prince accordingly made his way
with a few followers, and after reorganizing the governments of Haarlem
and Leyden he made Delft his headquarters. Under his guidance
the Dutch towns now began that series of desperate struggles from
which they eventually emerged with independence and religious
liberty.

Alva sacked the town of Mons, after the retirement of Louis of
Nassau, and proceeded to destroy Mechlin and Naarden, near Amster-
dam, with every circumstance of brutality and lust. The Jesuit
historian Strada characterized this action as ‘“not a punishment but
a crime”. Alva then entrusted the siege of Haarlem to his son, Don
Frederic. This city, lying between Amsterdam and the sea, was
situated amid shallow lakes and marshes and connected with the
interior by raised roads or causeways, which were at the same time
dikes protecting the city from the sea. Don Frederic’s opening
attempt to storm the place with 30,000 soldiers was repulsed, and the
well-known siege began in which the experience of the Spaniards was
constantly defeated by the ingenuity of the inhabitants, whose fierce
heroism was supported by the valour of their women and children.
After seven terrible months the city was starved into surrender in spite
of the prince’s energetic efforts to save it. Relief parties by land and
sea were destroyed by the Spanish troops, and on 14 July, 1572, Don
Frederic, who had lost 12,000 men during the siege, entered the town
and massacred the majority of the inhabitants. He then attacked
Alkmaar, a little town on the sandy strip of north Holland, between
the North Sea and the Zuyder Zee. The inhabitants . repulsed an
assault, opened their sluice gates, and surrounded the Spaniards with
the ocean. Don Frederic was unable to meet this device, and retired
after a siege of seven weeks. The Spanish troops, unpaid, unpro-
visioned, and worn out with fighting, were in a state of mutiny; Alva,
broken in health, was unable to grapple with the difficulties of the
situation and was at length replaced by Don Luis de Requesens, in
November, 1573. In the spring of 1574 Louis raised another army
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of unruly mercenaries and crossed the Rhine. Orange vainly strove
to join him, but the impetuous Louis was entrapped by the Spaniards in
the marshes of the Meuse and the Waal and his army was annihilated.
Louis himself and his brother Henry perished in the rout, and Orange
lost in him his favourite brother and his most indefatigable helper.

The prince had embraced and publicly professed the Calvinist faith
a short time before. This step was taken in no spirit of dogmatic zeal.
He had no interest in theological disputations, and could not under-
stand why different sects should be unable to live together in peace
and harmony. He now gave his official sanction to the cause with
which he had identified himself, and, trusting as he did in the general
principles of divine Providence, he might as readily have become a
Lutheran had circumstances dictated such a step. For the next four
or five years the tide of struggle turned in his favour. The capture
of Middelburg obliged the Spaniards to recognize the position of the
prince as stadtholder and they began to try whether they could effect
by diplomacy what they had failed to secure by war. But the prince
declined to abate a fraction of his principal demands: Spaniards and
foreigners must leave the country, and full religious liberty must be
granted to its inhabitants. He would put no trust in Spanish promises,
and the memorable triumph of Leyden had strengthened his position.
How the heroic burgomaster refused to surrender though starvation
stared the citizens in the face, how Boisot's fleet sailed over cornfields
io the city, cutting the dikes and awaiting the inrush of the sea, how
anxious eyes scanned the heavens for signs of the favouring wind that
would help to swell the tide, how the famished citizens welcomed the
relieving force, has been a theme for the novelist as well as the his-
torian. The foundation of the famous university of Leyden, with a
charter recording that the most Catholic monarch, ‘‘after ripely de-
liberating with his dear cousin, William, prince of Orange”, had
resolved to provide for the better instruction of youth, may have been
‘‘one of the most delicious pieces of irony on record”; it was in any
case a token of the confidence with which the people regarded the issue
of the struggle. The legal fiction which could represent Philip as
rewarding Leyden with a Protestant university for successful rebellion
against himself soon ceased to exist. The prince was regularly in-
stalled as governor of the country with a fixed income for the expenses
of the war: this step was taken at his own request, in order to end the
disputes and friction with the States which his somewhat anomalous
position had previously provoked. As a budget, he had proposed
45,000 florins a month: the attempt of the States to haggle for 30,000
florins was characteristic and was silenced by the prince with a
justifiable display of temper.

About this time the prince contracted a third marriage. Anne of
Saxony had been convicted of adultery, was hopelessly insane, and
was imprisoned in a dungeon at Dresden by her own family, who
had taken charge of her in 1575 at the request of the Nassaus. The
prince selected as his third wife Charlotte of Bourbon, daughter of
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Louis, duke of Montpensier, of the French royal family. Forced into
a convent during her childhood, she had become a Protestant and
had fled to Heidelberg to the protection of the Elector Palatine.
There the prince had seen her, and, in spite of much opposition from
her family and from his own, he married her in 1575, with the best
results for the happiness of himself and his children. At this moment
the war broke out again with renewed vigour. The Spaniards, fully
convinced that negotiations could lead to nothing, had collected forces
amounting to 55,000 men and stormed one Dutch fortress after
another. The prince told the Dutch that they must find some other
country or ruler to give them protection and support. He applied
to England, but Elizabeth would promise nothing. She did not
love Calvinism, she feared Philip, and was quite satisfied to see
the two forces exhaust one another. In the spring of 1576, when the
prince's cause seemed desperate, Requesens died, and the Spanish
military administration fell into confusion; the difficulty of the com-
manders was increased by the mutinous spirit of the troops, and the
series of Spanish successes came to a standstill. William of Orange,
now that he had a definite position as stadtholder, was able to further
the cause of union, and strove to induce the other Netherland provinces
to form a federation with Holland and Zeeland. The excesses of the
Spanish troops supported the appeals of the prince, and fifteen pro-
vinces sent representatives to meet the prince. The result of their
deliberations was the ¢ Pacification of Ghent”, a treaty signed on
8 November, 1576, by which all the seventeen provinces solemnly
undertook to expel the Spaniards. When this task had been accom-
plished, religious questions were to be settled in the spirit of toleration
which the prince had constantly recommended. While these delibera-
tions were in progress the mutinous Spanish troops horrified the
country by their excesses: defying their officers, they sacked Maes-
tricht as though the place had been captured in regular warfare, and
then turned upon Antwerp. The citizens made some attempt at
defence under the guidance of Champigny, the governor of the city,
but their frail barricades were swept away by the savage and infuriated
mutineers, and the ¢Spanish Fury” destroyed some 8000 citizens,
women, and children in the lust for blood and treasure, and inflicted
a blow upon the city from which it was long in recovering.

The prince had thus succeeded in uniting the provinces upon the
one essential point; but in reality hatred of Spain was the only point
that was common to the contracting parties. The prince must have
known that Calvinism and Catholicism would turn and rend each
other as soon as Spain retired from the land. This, however, was
not the pressing question at the moment. Philip had resolved to
send as governor his half-brother, Don John of Austria, then in his
thirtieth year and in the full triumph of his success over the Turks
at Lepanto. Don John came as a mediator; the policy of Alva had
failed, and the era of fire and sword was now to be closed. The
prince of Orange speedily took the measure of this adventurer; even
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if he was sincere, Philip was false, and the prince was resolved that
the Netherlanders should not be lulled into security by those who
cried peace where peace was impossible. The withdrawal of troops,
even the demolition of fortresses, would not satisfy Orange; full
independence was his object, and in the diplomatic duel he proved
superior. Don John, in irritation, dropped the mask and began a
policy of aggression. He seized Namur, and the country was again
in a ferment. - From the mouth of the Scheldt to the Zuyder Zee the
authority of the prince was acknowledged; Flanders and Brabant were
also ready to support him, and his state entry into Brussels in Sep-
tember, 1577, marked the zenith of his power. He urged the provinces
to refuse Don John’s terms, attractive as they seemed, and those who
reproached him for his obstinacy in prolonging the struggle were not
aware that Philip had already ordered his troops to return to the
Netherlands. By the end of January, 1578, Alexander Farnese, prince
of Parma, arrived with troops from Spain and Italy. He at once
defeated the whole military forces of the Belgian states; William of
Orange retired to Antwerp and watched the collapse of the federation
which he had laboured with such anxious care to establish.

The Belgian nobles were Catholics, jealous of the prince for his
position and hating him for his Calvinism. The inhabitants of Zee-
land and Holland, with the intolerant bigotry of their age, were ready
to persecute all Catholics, whatever their nationality. The German
allies objected to Calvinists and Catholics with equal vehemence. It
seemed likely that civil war would be added to the horrors of the
Spanish invasion, and yet the prince of Orange, amid this turmoil of
conflicting interests, strove, and not unsuccessfully, to guide the whirl-
wind and control the storm. But all hopes of a national union were
gone. In January, 1579, the northern provinces formed the Union
of Utrecht, binding themselves to promote Protestantism and in effect
to refuse allegiance to the king; in the same month the southern pro-
vinces concluded the Treaty of Arras, undertaking to maintain Catholi-
cism and practically to submit to Philip. A conference was held at
Cologne in April under the emperor, Rudolph II, who had offered
his services as mediator; the prince of Orange attended the meeting,
but no result was secured. It was clear that the two creeds would
not unite in opposition to Spain, and that the prince must throw in
his lot with one or the other. He chose the Union of Utrecht, from
which the modern state of Holland eventually grew. Meanwhile
Alexander of Parma was steadily recovering the southern provinces;
the final blow to the prince’s hopes that a general union might be
restored was delivered by the fall of Maestricht. Three years before,
this town had been delivered to the furies of massacre and plunder;
it now offered a heroic defence, and Parma’s 30,000 besiegers were
repeatedly repulsed with heavy loss. When at length the exhausted
garrison succumbed to a night assault, the town was given over to
a three-days’ massacre, and the conquerors left it a deserted ruin.
The blow to the prestige of the prince was severe; he was reproached
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for his failure to achieve the impossible by relieving the town, and
was even accused of treachery. But he continued, amid obloquy and
misrepresentation, to work and hope. Philip began to realize the truth
that his advisers had continually impressed upon him: there was no
prospect that the Netherlands would yield while the prince of Orange
was alive; on 15 March, 1580, Philip therefore issued his famous ban.
This document enlarged upon the beneficence of the Spanish rule,
represented the prince as a foreigner who had devoted himself to
arousing sedition and strife, as one who had abjured the faith of his
fathers and was deaf to all proposals of peace.

Therefore, for these just reasons . . . we banish him for ever and forbid
all our subjects to visit or communicate with him in public or in secret. . . .
We declare him an enemy of the human race and in order the sooner to
remove our people from his tyranny and oppression, we promise on the
word of a king and as God’s servant that if one of our subjects be found
so generous of heart and so desirous of doing us service and the public
good, who has any means of executing this ordinance and ridding us of
this said pest, either by delivering him to us.quick or dead, or by depriving
him at once of life in any way, we will give him or his heirs landed estate
or cash at his desire to the amount of 20,000 golden crowns. If he has
committed any crime, we will pardon him; if he be not noble, we will
ennoble him for his valour, and if the principal takes other persons for his
assistance in his enterprise, we will reward them according to the service
rendered, pardon their crimes and ennoble them also.

The reply published by the prince is known as his Apology. It
is a vigorous and vehement defence of his conduct, and accusation
of Philip, whose sensations, if he ever read it, were probably far
from complacent. No such outspoken analysis of his character had
ever reached the ears of the public. The crimes imputed to him are
set down as facts, and rumour is sometimes treated as history. But
the States-General which assembled at Delft in December, 1580, re-
garded the Apology as a fair statement of facts, and expressed their
full confidence in the prince. The Apology was widely circulated,
and made the breach with Spain irreparable. The publication of the
ban had been opposed by Parma, who considered that the offer of
a reward would arouse sympathy with the prince. His anticipations
were realized; the states regarded the ban as an insult to themselves,
and on 26 July, 1581, they declared the independence of their country.
This was a remarkable act at such a period of European history: the
divine right of kings was set aside, a contract between ruler and people
was assumed, and Philip was rejected for failure to fulfil his obligations.

All men know that God appoints a king to cherish his people as a shepherd
his flock. When he grinds down his people, overthrows their ancient liberties
and treats them as slaves he is no prince but a tyrant. Then may the estates
of the land renounce him and put another in his place.

The prince knew that some official protector must be found in place
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of Philip, and he again risked his reputation by urging the states to
accept the duke of Anjou. He still hoped that the Protestant north
and the Catholic south might discover some modus vivend: which
would enable them to make head in conjunction against the common
foe, and he knew that they would never accept himself as their ruler
for religious reasons. In 1582 Anjou was installed at Antwerp as
duke of Brabant, amid much magnificence: it was understood, how-
ever, that his authority over Holland and Zeeland was purely nominal.
A month after this event the first attempt to assassinate the prince of
Orange was made: a murderer shot him through the cheek and neck;
the prince escaped by a miracle. Enquiry showed that the reward
offered by Philip had prompted the deed, and the prince realized
that he was likely to be the object of similar attacks henceforward.
His wife, Charlotte of Bourbon, died of shock and of the strain im-
posed by nursing the prince to recovery from his dangerous wound.
It had been a singularly happy marriage, though politically unpro-
ductive of help to the prince. But if he had offended his German
friends by marrying Charlotte, and had received no support from her
French connections, he had at least found a true helpmeet.

Anjou was a false and cowardly character, and the prince of Orange
had supported him only in the hope that his appointment might pro-
vide a common basis upon which some semblance of unity could be
founded. Anjou devised a plan to seize Antwerp and the prince’s
person, and to make himself supreme throughout the land. His
coup de main was an utter failure; when his French troops dashed
into the town they found the citizens alert, prepared for defence, and
experienced in street fighting. The ¢ French Fury”, as the attempt
was called, was remarkable only for the treachery which instigated
it. The prince hastened to the spot and attempted to pacify the Ant-
werpers, declaring that the outbreak was due to a misunderstanding.
Anjou eventually retired to France, and began futile intrigues with
Parma until his death, which occurred shortly afterwards. Orange
obstinately clung to his idea of a French alliance, and if his policy
seemed perverse it was clearly devoid of any personal ambition. In
1583, about a year after Charlotte’s death, he married his fourth wife,
Louise de Coligny, a daughter of the famous admiral who had fallen
in the massacre of St. Bartholomew. Through her only son, Frederick
Henry, the name and title of William the Silent passed to William III
of England. It was not a brilliant marriage: the prince was over-
whelmed with debt in addition to his many anxieties, and was often
in want of the necessities of life. But within his residence at Delft
he was able to enjoy the pleasures of family life and to gain some
sense of security and repose.

It was of but short duration. Another assassin was forthcoming,
one Balthazar Gerard, a Burgundian, fanatically Catholic, and desirous
to strike rather for religious glory than for temporal reward. He was
an insignificant, mean-looking figure, and the prince of Parma did
not think him likely to succeed; at any rate he refused to advance
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him any money, being probably weary of interviews with would-be
cutthroats. He succeeded in making his way into the prince’s resi-
dence with the help of stolen credentials and a story of persecution
for his devotion to the Calvinist faith; the prince gave him twelve
crowns, and with these he bought pistols in preparation for his pur-
pose. On 10 July, 1584, he waited on the staircase, and as the prince
left his room after dinner Gerard fired a pistol loaded with three
bullets at point-blank range into the prince’s breast. The prince
sank down, murmuring: ‘“My God, have pity on my soul and on
this poor people”, and expired in a few moments. The murderer
attempted to escape, but was caught; for four days he lived amid
every revolting torture that human barbarity could devise, and dis-
played a constancy and a fortitude which aroused the wonder of his
tormentors. The prince was buried in the New Church in Delft amid
general mourning: the little children wept in the streets as the body
passed by.

Wi lliam’s idea that the Dutch and Belgian races might live under
a union was impossible of fulfilment; a few years after his death, Parma
had recovered the southern provinces for Spain; Catholic and Ultra-
montanist they have remained, and the racial line of demarcation which
Julius Caesar observed is still so far perceptible. But while striving
for the impossible, William achieved the actual: he enabled the
northern provinces to grow strong and confident in their Protestantism;’
he showed the southern provinces that they need not necessarily become
Spanish dependencies. He was led to espouse his purpose by his
large-minded spirit of toleration, a spirit in advance of his age: dog-
matic differences seemed to him to be non-essentials, and he could
not understand why people could not believe without desiring to im-
pose their beliefs upon their neighbours. He was a diplomatist rather
than a soldier: if his relief of Leyden was a brilliant piece of work,
his military schemes were often ill-conceived and lamely executed.
But his indomitable perseverance amid humiliation and defeat became
an example to posterity: that a free republic could be founded in
defiance of a foreign oppressor was a new contribution to the history
of liberty; it was an act that shook the theory of the divine right of
kings, and inspired the Puritan revolution in England and the struggle
for independence in America.



CHAPTER VI

Henry of Navarre (ap. 1s55-1610)

In France, as almost everywhere else, the way for the Reformation
was paved by the Renaissance. A succession of Italian wars begun
by Charles VIII continued until the reign of Henry II, and brought
the French into contact with the new intellectual life and the con-
tagious enthusiasm for learning which had grown vigorous beyond
the Alps. Art and architecture were transformed under this new
influence, splendid chiteaux took the place of gloomy feudal castles,
while Rabelais strikes a note in French literature that only the Renais-
sance made possible. Though the progress of letters and the widened
interest in men and affairs naturally paved the way for the spirit of
the new doctrines, it must also be noted that France had begun the
Reformation movement before Luther posted his ninety-five theses
on the church door at Wittenberg. Five years before that date Jacques
Lefevre, a lecturer on theology at Paris, had published a commentary
on St. Paul’'s Epistles in which he taught the doctrine of justification
by faith. Outside the ranks of scholars there were also men who
desired to see the Church reform herself from within, and the move-
ment thus begun from two sides received a further impulse from the
work of Luther in Germany. In 1521 the Sorbonne solemnly con-
demned Luther’s writings, but persecution proper did not begin until
after the battle of Pavia. Heretics in France were tried before the
ordinary courts of justice as guilty of an offence against the common
law; the courts, however, did not profess to be theological tribunals,
and left the University to decide what was heresy and what was not.
In June, 1528, an iconoclastic outrage upon the image of the Virgin
in Paris caused a great uproar. Francis, who was opposed to active
persecution, then gave way to the fanatical party, and for the remainder
of his reign and during that of Henry II the French reformers were
obliged to struggle and endure. As Lutherans they would probably
have failed to exist, but in Calvin they found a leader, and in Geneva
a centre and a citadel of refuge. Calvinism borrowed from Luther
the fundamental doctrine of justification by faith for those who are
elected by grace. Hence Calvin deduced the further statement
that those predestined to salvation by the certain foreknowledge of
God must necessarily be saved. Apart from this difference between
Calvin and Luther, the Genevan Protestants insisted upon a more
strict and democratic system of Church government than any which
Luther evolved. Lutherans regarded the Church as independent of
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the state, and as possessing an authority above that of the state.
Calvin went further still. He not only insisted that the Church
should be independent, but that its affairs should also be conducted
by its ministers and by selected representatives from the congregation.
Hence in France the Calvinists were prepared to oppose despotism
and champion popular government.

When Francis I had begun the work of persecution he carried
it on with a vigour which was continued by his son, Henry IL
Edicts were issued in 1551 and 1557 depriving all convicted of heresy
of any right of appeal, and pronouncing capital punishment as the
doom of those who spoke against the orthodox doctrines in public
or private. The French martyrs showed the most admirable con-
stancy amid the most fearful suffering, and to their heroism, no
doubt, was due the rapid increase in the numbers of their converts.
Of these the great majority belonged to the middle class, but the
privileged upper classes were also well represented, and the knowledge
that their opinions found favour in higher circles gave the French
reformers a courage and an outspokenness unusual in a persecuted
sect. Upon the whole the south was the chief centre of the reform
doctrines, and converts are said to have numbered about a million
and a half at the time of the death of Henry II.

The accession of Francis II produced no remission in their persecu-
tion. He was but sixteen years of age, mentally and physically a
weakling, and had just been married to the fascinating and beautiful
Mary Stuart of Scotland at the time when he came to the throne. She
ruled her husband and was herself ruled by her uncles, and the real
power behind the throne belonged to the powerful heads of the family
of Guise, while much influence was exerted by Catherine de’ Medici,
who regulated her principles of government upon the maxims of
Machiavelli. For her own purposes she attempted to hold the balance
between the two religious parties, apparently having no religious
convictions of her own, and with such ill success that she made
France miserable for three successive reigns of her sons, and was
the ultimate downfall of her dynasty. Francis, duke of Guise, was
highly popular for his military success, and especially for his capture
of Calais from the English in 1558; while his brother, Charles, car-
dinal of Lorraine, was as anxious to become Pope as Francis was to
become king. On the other side were the Bourbon princes, Anthony,
king of Navarre, and Louis, prince of Condé, who, after the brothers
of Francis II, were heirs to the throne. Anthony supported the Pro-
testants, not from conviction but because he saw a means of opposing
the Guises. The most devoted and strongest adherent of the Pro-
testants was Gaspard de Coligny, admiral of France, a most attractive
figure, and one of the most heroic in the confusion of the times. In
the spring of 1560 the famous conspiracy of Amboise was hatched
by those who, for religious or political reasons, opposed the power
of the Guises. These ¢ Mayors of the Palace” were to be arrested and
imprisoned, the king’s person was to be seized, and the prince of
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Condé to be placed at the head of the Government. The plot was
revealed, and further persecution of the Protestants broke out. The
Guises summoned a meeting of the States-General, and expected to
find so many supporters of their ideas that they would be able to
demand an orthodox confession of faith from every sitting member.
Those who refused to subscribe, that is, the Protestants, would at
once be subjected to prosecution for heresy. The assertion of the
religious orthodoxy of the Guises thus pronounced by the States-
General would be, at the same time, a confirmation of their political
power.

The death of Francis II in 1560 saved the lives of Condé and his
brother, while Mary Stuart went to Scotland and met her tragic fate
during Elizabeth’s reign. Charles IX, the successor, was barely
eleven years of age, and the regent could only be the queen-mother
or the first prince of the blood, in this case the king of Nava