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      PREFACE

      

      From the point of view of a historian one of the advantages of attending a major university in the 1960’s was being in the midst of a significant historical movement, the radical New Left. There is no doubt in my mind that this recent radical movement helped to spark an interest in another period of radicalism some 400 years earlier, the era of the French Wars of Religion. Viewing the former at first hand and studying the second I found intriguing similarities between the radical movements of the 1960’s and the late 1500’s such as the comparison between the underground newspaper of recent times and the anonymous pamphlet of then, their almost identical arguments supporting the right of the people to resist what was seen as an oppressive government or their equal willingness to use violence to achieve clearly nonviolent goals — the end of what was seen as an immoral war and the preservation of the true religion.

      In another sense the two radical movements were similar ; both embodied an essentially reactionary goal. Many radicals of the 1960’s proclaimed that they were seeking to recall America to its original ideals while those of the French Catholic League hoped to reestablish Catholicism as the only religion of France. In fact most members of the Catholic League, a movement which was first organized in 1576 to oppose concessions to the Protestants, were thoroughly reactionary in that they wanted to return French society to the time before Protestantism thrust itself forward. But a few Leaguers were truly radical in the sense that they wanted to make extensive changes in the French government and society and were willing to use violence to achieve them. Historical interest in the political thought of the League has centered around these radicals but the League as a whole is 
significant for it probably came closer to drastically changing or even destroying the French monarchy than any other movement between the Hundred Year War and the Revolution of 1789.

      The principal sources for this study have been the extensive pamphlet literature produced by the Catholic Leaguers of which both the University of Wisconsin, Madison and the Newberry Library, Chicago have extensive collections. I spend the summer of 1973 doing further research at the Bibliothèque Nationale in Paris and the Vatican Archives. In the quotations from the primary sources I have used the spelling and punctuation of that time except where the spelling or lack of an accent mark would cause confusion.

      This work owes a great deal to a number of people ; to some of them I am indebted far more than these words of acknowledgement can indicate. I mention first Lois, my wife, for she was not only my typist and proofreader but also put a critical eye to my writing style and gave me the encouragement most authors need to see their works through to publication. It was Robert M. Kingdon who introduced me to sixteenth-century resistance theory and who is responsible for much of whatever historical insight this book reveals. His critical remarks on this manuscript were of great value as were those of J.M.H. Salmon who read the entire manuscript and commented extensively on it. Special thanks go to A. Lynn Martin whose comments and suggestions did a great deal to improve the work and who guided me through the intricacies of the Vatican Archives. Peter M. Ascoli helped me by giving me a copy of his dissertation on the Catholic League of Paris and by providing me with information gained from his own research on the League. William I. Hair’s comments on the introduction were greatly appreciated as was the help of Judith A. Pickens and Sharon Mackey. Although this book is dedicated firstly to my wife, it is also dedicated to the above for their help and friendship.
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      CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION

      

      The sixteenth century was a period of tremendous surge of interest in political theory ; the volume of political works for that century far surpasses the Middle Ages, an era of little concern for secular thought. The factors involved in the heightened interest in political theory were several — the emergence of national monarchies, the rapid increase in the power of the rulers, the improvements in communications and diplomacy throughout Europe — but certainly among the most important was the division of Europe into two hostile camps, Protestant and Catholic. The political conflicts spawned by the Reformation were a major reason for the great increase in political literature during the sixteenth century as the bulk of literature came from the areas in Europe where the religious conflict was sharpest. From the lands most badly divided by the religious issues during the sixteenth century, Germany, the Netherlands and in particular France, came the greater part of the political literature of the century.

      France was the scene of the most bitter religious war in Europe in the 1500’s, where Calvinists and Catholics clashed for over thirty years, often in open warfare, for religious and political control of the kingdom. What made the conflict different in France from elsewhere in Europe was the emergence of three powerful parties, Calvinist or Huguenot, fanatical Catholic or Leaguer, and royalist or Politique, contesting for supremacy in the kingdom. All three parties had large numbers of adherents, and with a series of weak kings 
after the sudden death of Henry II in 1559, the crown was quite unable to restore peace and stability to the realm.

      Had Henry II, a relatively strong ruler, not met his un-expected demise in 1559, even he would have been severely taxed by the problems facing France, which were reaching dangerous proportions by 1559. The conflict between the two religions was certainly the most visible of the problems which were threatening the stability of France but it was compounded by other factors and in part based upon them : the collision between the centralizing state and the medieval and feudal institutions ; economic woes created by a serious price inflation caused by the influx of specie from German mines and from America ; and a number of bad harvests especially after 1570. Henry’s death placed the kingdom in the hands of his young son, Francis II, who was hardly capable of ruling, leaving real power in the kingdom as a prize for which several great families contested. The problems besetting France began boiling over in riots, assassinations and civil wars. The very existence of France as a unified monarchy was put into jeopardy by civil war and religious strife.

      Periods of civil war and threatened anarchy tend to be productive in political theory. In times of peace and stability there is usually little attention paid to the fundamental questions of public authority and political rights ; often it is assumed that they have been satisfactorily answered. But when stable government breaks down and civil war rages, these questions receive a new and more urgent examination.1
 Accordingly the period from 1560 to 1595, the time of the French Wars of Religion, was an era in which a great number of political works appeared ; most were of only mediocre quality but some have become classics of political theory.

      Most of the political works from the wars of religion were in the form of the short pamphlet, making this period one of the first eras in which the pamphlet served an important propaganda function. The sixteenth century pamphlet served 
much the same function as the modern newspaper, reporting to the populace the noteworthy events of the time while editorializing on them. The pamphleteer, usually anonymous or using a pseudonym, had little to fear from official censorship so he was able to use the pamphlet as a vehicle to express himself outspokenly on the bitter controversies of the day, often directing daring attacks at the king, his ministers, the Church, the nobility or the entire society.

      The pamphlet became such a forceful instrument through a number of developments. After a century of use of the printing press, the intellectual leaders had only recently begun to realize the potential of the printed word as a means of communicating with the masses. The Protestants as « men of the Book » took advantage of the popular pamphlet more quickly because they had greater experience with printed books intended for a mass audience. Furthermore, the pamphlet became effective because of the wide-spread increase in literacy, especially among the bourgeoisie and artisans of the cities. Their dissatisfaction with the religious and social status-quo, the factors which made these classes the vanguard of the Reformation in the Empire, made them both writers and readers of political pamphlets in France.

      The Huguenots were the first to take up the political pamphlet in France. Their political literature, proposing the right to resist the monarchy in defense of true religion, began to appear shortly after the death of Henry II and increased in volume during the 1560’s and 1570’s, culminating in several quite radical works such as the Vindiciae contra Tyrannos
, a keystone for radical thought for the next century. For most Huguenots the civil wars and the near anarchy were a result of the persecution of the true believers by the monarchy. Peace would come to France only when freedom of worship was granted to the Protestants or according to the more optimistic when the monarch was converted to the Reformed religion. Until such events occured, the Huguenots reserved the right to rise in armed opposition to the government which was persecuting them.

      

      As the civil wars became more serious and the damage to the kingdom more apparent, a party of Catholics developed which proclaimed that the political considerations of a peaceful and stable kingdom were more important than the question of religious conformity. They called for toleration of the Protestants in order to save the state. The more fanatical Catholics gave them the derisive name of Politiques for they put politics above religion. Politique works urging religious toleration appeared shortly after 1559 but the Politique platform gained supporters as the wars dragged on and especially after the St. Bartholomew’s day massacre of 1572. The Politiques combined religious toleration for the Calvinists with a program for a strong, effective monarchy.

      For most Catholics however, the real threat to peace and stability in France was the presence of an alien religion in the kingdom. For almost all men of the time religious conformity was considered to be absolutely necessary for the unity of a nation, and anarchy would be the only result if a government permitted the open exercise of two rival creeds. Few men of the sixteenth century disputed that view of society ; even the Huguenots who argued most ardently for toleration from the French monarchy agreed that it was a temporary expedient until such time when they would control the government, at which time all other religions would be suppressed. How much more, therefore, would the Catholics, acting for the established church and defending its prerogatives, with a view to a long history of crusades against the heresies of the past, consider eradicating heresy to be the first duty of the monarch. A new king’s first oath at his consecration-coronation was to defend the Church ; and the Catholic pamphleteers made capital use of it in their works.

      In response to the growth of Calvinism in France and to what the Catholics considered royal laxity in attacking the curse of heresy, many Catholics as early as 1560 began to organize themselves in anti-Huguenot leagues.2
 The first effective national Catholic League was organized in 1576 by the Catholic nobility in response to the Peace of Monsieur of 
that year which had given important political and religious concessions to the Huguenots. Within a year this first league had all but disappeared but it was reorganized with far greater membership in 1584 after the death of the duke of Anjou, the royal successor, passed the right of succession to the house of Bourbon and more specifically to Henry of Navarre, a Protestant.

      The primary purpose of the League in 1576 was to create armed resistance to the Huguenots and after 1584 to oppose the succession of the Protestant prince but oral and written propaganda very quickly became an important part of the Leaguer program. Books defending Catholicism and the right of Catholics to eradicate heresy had appeared in France almost as soon as the first Protestants did, and the number of these works increased considerably in the 1570’s but it was only after the death of the duke of Anjou in 1584 that the Leaguer political thought developed the point of view which has given it its historical interest. The Leaguers began in 1584 by denying the right of a heretic to succeed to the throne ; they moved to active opposition to a Catholic king in May, 1588 ; from 1589 to the end of the League in 1595, they were proclaiming the sovereignty of the people and the supremacy in the realm of the Estates-general and justifying regicide. The Leaguers added a very substantial number of works to the body of resistance theory which was the sixteenth century’s most important contribution to modern political thought.

      Although some of the most radical thinkers of the century were Leaguers and although the League came closest of any movement between the Hundred Years war and the revolution of 1789 to destroying or substantially changing the French monarchy, historians have largely ignored the League and its political thought. The Huguenot political theory has always been the subject of considerable historical interest : witness the new editions of François Hotman’s Franco-gallia
3
 and Theodore Beza’s Du droit des magistrats
.4
 The recent scholarship on the Huguenot thought has been substantial, primarily because of the well-documented influence on English politics 
of the following century and the consequent role in producing modern political theory. The Politique thought has been less well studied. Although monographs on the major Politique writers as Jean Bodin, Guy Coquille, Guillaume du Vair are quite numerous, Politique thought as a whole has been somewhat neglected. An adequate study of Politique thought has yet to be published.5


      The same statement has even greater validity for the Leaguer political theory. Most historians of sixteenth century political thought afford the League only a short sketch with a usual reference to Charles Labitte’s De la démocratie chez les prédicateurs de la ligue
,6
 and one or two of the major Leaguer works. Labitte’s book is the only extensive study of the League’s thought, or to be more exact, of the fanatical preachers of the Paris League. He presented the most complete biographical information on them and used some works no longer now extant, which were destroyed by fire in the Hôtel de Ville in 1871. Labitte’s book, published in 1849, has remained the principal reference work for Leaguer political thought for those unable to use the original works. But the work is deficient in several ways. Its aim was to examine the writings and sermons of the preachers of Paris ; accordingly, Louis D’Orléans, François LeBreton, and the whole range of anonymous pamphlets were not dealt with. Secondly, Labitte presented more of a chronological account of the role of the preachers in the League than an analytical study of their political works. Although he did include long quotations of the pertinent passages, political theory was subordinated to the study of the effect of the preaching of the radical priests upon the Paris masses. Consequently, he gave a lengthy sketch of the history of the pulpit through the Middle Ages and the sixteenth century. Thirdly, Labitte was unable to make use of 120 years of historical research which has added to present day understanding of the League and the Wars of Religion.

      The lack of interest in Leaguer thought can be attributed to several causes. Some historians have assumed that the 
Leaguer authors were merely adapting the previous work of the Huguenots to the Catholic cause. Because the Leaguers borrowed so heavily from such works as the Franco-Gallia
 or the Vindiciae contra tyrannos
, their thought was neither original nor important.7
 According to others the League’s apologists made no real effort to develop a coherent political theory. J.W. Allen says that « they defended the position of the League on every grounds at once without regard for consistency. »8
 Thirdly a number of historians have dismissed the League and its intellectuals as being so closely dependent upon Spain, the papacy or the Society of Jesus that its political thought could not have been its own nor did it have any influence beyond the immediate audience of the fanatical Catholics.9


      Certainly not all historians have so dismissed Leaguer thought ; several have included short but valuable analyses in their surveys of sixteenth century political thought. Charles Lenient, La satire en France au XVIe siècle
,10
 André Lemoire, Les lois fondamentales de la monarchie française
,11
 Jean Gaillard, « Essai sur quelques pamphlets ligueurs »,12
 and Yardini, La conscience nationale
, provide a necessary introduction but they are too brief to do more than sample the huge number of Leaguer pamphlets and can only give a glimpse at the very complicated diversity of Leaguer thought.

      One very noticeable aspect of studying Leaguer political thought is the vast number of pamphlets, books and memoirs written by the Leaguers. The number is well over 300,13
 and this does not include a substantial number of works lost or destroyed since 1595. Much valuable material for studying the League was burned in the fire which destroyed the library of the Hôtel de Ville of Paris in 1871. It is impossible to determine how many pamphlets were destroyed through the efforts of Henry IV and the staunch royalists to rid Paris of publications which expounded a radical Leaguer point of view. One reason why Pierre l’Estoile’s « Les belles figures et drôlleries de la Ligue »14
 is so important is that he managed to save his collection of placards, engravings, and small pamphlets 
against the express command of Henry IV.15
 Further evidence of this effort to erase the memory of the League comes from Parlement of Paris where Guillaume Joly, Pierre Pithou, and Guillaume du Vair were ordered to review the records of Parlement and suppress all that which had a Leaguer taint.16


      Another means of ridding France of the seditious Leaguer thought was the rewriting of several popular leaguer works. For example, La dialogue d’entre le manant et le maheustre
 was originally published in 1593 and was a thoroughly Leaguer document. But late in 1594 a second edition appeared in which the role of the Politique maheustre
 was considerably enlarged and strengthened so that he has the better of the debate.17
 In this way a popular Leaguer work became quite effective propaganda for the royalist cause.

      The Politiques and the Huguenots also wrote extensively about the League and its activities but the tone of their works was decidedly hostile to the Leaguers. One would have to say that the League received a bad press from contemporary historians. The great historians of the period, Jacques-Auguste DeThou, Pierre Victor Palma Cayet, Pierre Matthieu were all royalists while Theodore Agrippa d’Aubigné was a Huguenot. Such men could not be expected to present an unbiased view of the League and especially not of its more radical elements. The celebrated impartiality of historians like DeThou meant at best that their facts would be essentially correct but the tone of their works was thoroughly anti-Leaguer. Modern historians have been too dependent upon such historians for their own views on the League.

      Similarly, Pierre l’Estoile, whose memoirs provide the most complete account of the activities of the League in Paris, was a staunch Politique. His information has almost always been verified whenever a check has been possible and, therefore, cannot be dismissed as merely the work of a partisan. However, Charles Lenient feels that modern historians have relied too heavily upon l’Estoile for knowledge of the Paris radicals and conditions in the city under League control. 
L’Estoile detested the Leaguer radicals from his heart but, unfortunately, it is true that his memoirs are the only source for much of what is known about the Paris League. According to Lenient the historian must realize that when l’Estoile went to hear the extremists like Jean Boucher and Pierre-François Pigenat, he registered all the grossièretés
 and invectives, not out of malice but from natural antipathy. He heard only the grotesque side without comprehending the eloquence or dramatics by which they carried the crowd to action.18


      Thus it is clear an historian studying the League must be careful not to incorporate the prejudices of so many of his sources into his work. Too many historians have dismissed the League as being dominated by the Guise, the Spanish, or the Jesuits because their Politique sources present that impression. These groups all had important roles in the League’s activity but the Parisian League in particular often acted independently and at times against the wishes of these groups that supposedly controlled it. The League’s enemies also denounced the Leaguers for trying to create a popular democracy in France in place of the monarchy. This charge the Leaguers always denied but it does point out how extremely radical the political views of some of the members appeared to their contemporaries. The statements of the extremists in Paris were so radical that some modern historians have used the term « revolutionary » to describe them ; for example, J.H.M. Salmon states : « It (the radical movement in Paris) was truly revolutionary in the sense that it embodied conscious social antagonisms. »19
 Other historians have questioned the appropriateness of that term for the sixteenth century, arguing that no one in that century had a conscious program of innovative political change, which is considered an essential part of the definition of « revolutionary » as an historical term.20
 According to J.H. Elliott’s definition, revolutionary parties are those which seek « to break sharply with the past and construct a new order in accordance with an ideological programme. »21
 Anyone studying the League 
and its thought must keep this debate in mind but it is important in reaching a conclusion to recognize that the League existed primarily for the defense of the established religion in France, essentially a reactionary goal.

      In seeking a resolution to the question of whether the Catholic League, or at least some of its members, were revolutionary, the historian must look principally at Paris where the radical faction of the League called the Seize
 dominated the city from 1588 to 1594. The Parisian League drove Henry III from the city in May, 1588 and sent forth his assassin in August, 1589 ; it reorganized the city government in 1589 and rallied the citizens to withstand a long, bitter siege in 1590. From Paris came most of the political writings of the League, both from its moderate and radical wings. Thus any study of the political thought of the League must be centered around Paris, the military and intellectual stronghold of the League.

      The history of the Parisian League and the Seize
 has been the subject of relatively little historical study. Perhaps the best work available is Paul Robiquet’s Histoire municipale de Paris
 which covers in considerable detail the reigns of Henry III and Henry IV.22
 J.H.M. Salmon’s recent « The Paris Sixteen » is the first attempt to find the social foundations of the radical movement known as the Seize.
 But for the most part the political activities of the Parisian League are almost as obscure as its political theory.23
 An understanding of political theory requires a thorough understanding of the historical setting in which the works were written. As Bernice Hamilton puts it, « Few political philosophers are great enough to be considered apart from their background and from their contemporaries. »24
 Perhaps none of the Leaguer authors rate the designation of great political theorists. The thought of a given author is liable to distortion unless one is aware of the contemporary events, pressures and ends because of which a particular work was written. This is especially true for a study of the Leaguer works because virtually everyone of them was a livre de circonstance
, written in 
response to a particular change in the political situation in Paris and France.

      For the above reasons this book incorporates a survey of the political, economic and religious history of France and in particular of Paris into its analysis of Leaguer political thought. Such an approach has the added advantage of presenting an opportunity to study the relationship between political theory and political events, always a question of interest among historians. The fact that so many of the pamphlets contain references to contemporary events, making it quite easy to date them, often within a month’s accuracy, provides the opportunity to determine to what extent the pamphleteer initiated political events by their writings or whether they were merely expressing the prevailing sentiment of the people and defending the bold action taken.

      But these are essentially side issues to the primary purpose of studying Leaguer political thought : to examine a considerable body of works which the League added to the growing corpus of resistance theory which has had such an important impact on modern history. Some of the most radical thinkers of the sixteenth century were Leaguers, and their works had influence in other nations of Europe, especially England and Holland, well after France itself had become an absolute monarchy.

      

    

  

  


		

    
		

  
    
      CHAPTER II 
THE POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC BACKGROUND OF THE LEAGUE OF PARIS TO 1588

      The heart of French Catholicism after 1560 was the city of Paris, the political, intellectual, and social center of the kingdom of France. As the center of the Catholic reaction to the Protestant movement and the stronghold of the Catholic League, the city expelled a Catholic king from its walls, withstood one of the longest and most bitter sieges in French history, and welcomed a Spanish army for defense against the apparently legitimate heir to the throne, all for the professed goal of saving France for the Catholic Church. Paris remained firmly Catholic contrary to the experience of almost all of the cities of northern Europe. It succeeded in bringing about the abjuration of Calvinism by Henry of Na varre in a reversal of the principle, cujus regio, ejus religio
, as Henry supposedly acknowledged in the mythical statement : « Paris is worth a Mass. » The Parisians’ role as defenders of the Catholic faith was unique in the century.

      Although there were important economic, social, and political reasons why Paris was rebellious, its refusal to become Protestant lay at the center of the resistance it offered to the monarchy, even to the Catholic Henry III who often proclaimed his desire to rid the kingdom of heresy. Its citizens did not seriously threaten to rally to the Huguenot cause although as the intellectual center of France, Paris educated many of the prominent reformers, and as the political capital, it was the object of a great deal of effort by the Protestant leaders.

      Paris was little troubled by religious factionalism during the reigns of Francis I (1515-1547) and Henry II (1547-1559). Although Henry instituted a special court in Parlement of Paris for heresy trials, the Chambre Ardente
, a study of this court and the people called before it reveals that a very few of about three hundred persons accused of heresy during the years 1548 through 1550 were clearly from Paris.1
 But with the renewal and organization of French Protestantism by Jean Calvin, the Reformation in Paris became far more successful, so much to that the first French Calvinist Church was organized in Paris in 1555. The French Calvinists held their first National Synod in Paris in May, 1559, and in September, 1561, the royal court gathered at Poissy to attend the debate between Protestant and Catholic theologians known as the Colloquy of Poissy. With Theodore Beza and Peter Martyr at Poissy, most of the Protestant nobility in Paris, and the king and the queen mother reported to be showing every courtesy to the Protestants, both Calvinists and Catholics believed that political control of France was about to pass to the Huguenots.

      The Protestant hopes were not to be fulfilled. The court became less receptive to Protestant ideas, and the Catholics of Paris began to take the offensive. A number of religious riots led up to the massacre of Saint Bartholomew’s day although none were in themselves particularly serious. But Saint Bartholomew’s day emphatically revealed the hatred of the Parisian populace for the Huguenots. Encouraged by a guise of legality,2
 the Catholics of Paris eagerly sought to eradicate heresy in their city as well as to destroy the leadership of the Huguenot party. Exactly how well they succeeded is still a matter of dispute. The most generally accepted number of those killed is 4,0003
 but included in this number are Huguenot nobles and their entourages, in Paris in great numbers for the wedding of Henry of Navarre, and also a number of Catholics killed by mistake or murdered out of personal motives. Although it is impossible to determine what percentage of those killed were Parisian Calvinists, it certainly must be concluded that the massacre, along with the...
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