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THE HISTORY 

OP THE 

V A R I A T I O N S OF T H E P R O T E S T A N T CHTTKCHES. 

B O O K X . 

[From the year 1558 to 1570.] 
A brief Summary.—Queen Elizabeth's Reformation,—That of Edward cor­

rected, and the Real Presence, -which had been condemned under that 
Prince, held for indifferent:—The Church of England still persists in 
this sentiment.—Other Variations of this Church in that Queen's reign. 
—Her ecclesiastical Supremacy moderated in appearance, in reality 
left in the same state as under Henry and Edward, notwithstanding* 
the scruples of Elizabeth.—Policy bears the sway throughout this 
whole Reformation.—The Faith, the Sacraments, and the whole eccle­
siastical authority delivered up into the hands of Kings and Par­
liaments.—The same done in Scotland.—The Calvinists of France 
disapprove this doctrine, nevertheless let it pass.—England's doc­
trine upon Justification.—Queen Elizabeth favors the French Prot­
estants.—They rebel as soon as they have it in their power.— 
The conspiracy of Amboise, in Francis the Second's reign.—The civil wars 
under Charles IX.—This conspiracy and these wars appertain to Religion, 
and were entered into by the authority of the doctors and ministers of the 
party, and grounded on the new doctrine teaching the lawfulness of making 
war against their prince, for the sake of Religion.—This doctrine expressi> 
warranted by their national Synods.—The fallacy of Protestant writers, 
and of Mr. Burnet amongst the rest, who pretend that the tumult of Am 
boise and the civil wars were state affairs.—Religion was at the bottom of 
Francis, Duke of Guise's murder.—Beza's and the Admiral's testimony.— 
A new Confession of Faith in Switzerland. 

I.—Queen Elizabeth is pursuaded nothing can secure to her the Crown, but tht 
Protestant religion.—Four points she was vneasy about, 

ENGLAND having soon returned, after Quec n Mary's death, to 
Edward the Sixth's Reformation, 9et about fixing her Faith and 
putting the finishing stroke to her religion by the new Queen's 
authority. Elizabeth, daughter of Henry VIII and Anne Boleyn, 
leas advanced to the throne, and governed her kingdom with as 
oiofound a polioy as the most able kings. The step she had 
taken with regard to Rome, immediately upon her coming to 
toe crown, countenanced what otherwise had been published of 
Ais pripcess, that she would not have departed from the Cath­
olic religion, had she found the Pope more disposed to her in­
terests. Paul IV, who then sat in the Apostolic Chair, gave no 
favorable reception to the civilities she had caused to be ten­
dered him as to another prince, without further declaration o f 
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her mind, by the resident of the late queen her sister.* Mr. 
Burnet tells us, he treated her as illegitimate; was surprised at 
her groat boldness in assuming the crown, a fief of the Holy 
See, without his consent; and gave her no hopes of receiving 
any favor at his hands, unless she renounced her pretensions, 
and submitted to the See of Rome. Such usage, if true, waa 
not at all likely to reclaim a queen. After such a repulse, 
Elizabeth readily withdrew from a See, by whose decrees hei 
birth had also been condemned, and engaged in the new Ref­
ormation : yet she did not approve that of Edward in all ita 
parte. There were four points which caused her uneasiness,"f 
that of Ceremonies, that of Images, that of the Real Presence 
and that of the regal Supremacy; and what was done, in her 
time, with reference to these four points, we are now to relate 

2.—First Point: Ceremonies. 
As for ceremonies, " her first impressions," says Mr. Burne , 

" were in favor of such old rites a s her father had still netainc A9 

and in her own nature loving state and some magnificence in 
Religion, she thought her brother's ministers had stripped it too 
much of external ornaments, and left religion too bare and naked. 
Jet I do not find she did any thing considerable in that regard."J 

3.—Second Point: Images.—Pious sentiments of the Queen. 
As for Images, " That matter stuck long with her; for she 

inclined to keep up Images in churches, and it was with great 
difficulty she was prevailed upon, persuaded as she was that the 
use of Images in churches might be a means to stir up devotion, 
and that at least it would draw all people to frequent them the 
more."§ Herein her sentiments agreed in the main with those 
of the Catholics. If they stir up devotion towards God, they 
might well excite also the external tokens of it; this is the whole 
of that worship which we pay them. T o be inclined to, and 
have favorable impressions of them in this sensr, like Queen 
Elizabeth, was not so gross a notion as is at pre? wit imputed to 
our belief; and I much question whether Mr. Burnet would 
venture to charge a queen, who, according to him, was the 
foundress of religion in England, with entertaining idolatrous 
sentiments. But the Iconoclast party had gained their point; 
the queen, unable to resist them, was wrought up by them to 
Buch extremes, that not content with commanding Images to be 
cast out of all churches, she forbade all her subjects to keep 
them in their houses ;|j nothing but the Crucifix escaped,TT and 
that no where but in the Royal Chapel, whence the queen could 
not be persuaded to remove it. 

* Burn. I. iii. p. 374. t Ibid, p. 376. J Ibid. 
$ Ibid. pp. 307, an<i 376. '| Ibid. 398. V Thuan, 1. xxi. An. 15ML 
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4.—They persuade her with reasons evidently bad. 

It may not be improper to consider what the Protestants al­
leged in order to induce her to this injunction against Images, 
in order that the excess or vanity of the thing may be discovered. 
The chief foundation of their reasons is, " that the second com­
mandment forbids the making of any Images* as a resemblance 
of God,"* which evidently proves nothing either against the 
Images of Jesus Christ as man, or those of the saints, or, in 
general, against such, with respect to which we publicly declare 
(as does the Catholic Church) that by them we in nowise pre­
tend to represent the Deity. The rest is too extravagant to 
bear repeating : for either it concludes just nothing, or it con­
cludes for the absolute prohibition of the use of painting and 
sculpture,—a weakness now-a-days so universally exploded by 
all Christians, as only to find place in the gross superstition of 
Mahometans and Jews* 
5.—Manifest Variation with respect to the Real Presence,—Policy regulates 

Religion. 
The queen showed more resolution OR the subject of the Eu­

charist. It is of main importance well to comprehend her sen­
timents, such as Mr. Burnet delivers them: She thought that 
in her brother's reign they made their doctrine too narrow in 
some points; therefore she intended to have some things ex­
plained in more general terms, that so all parties might be com­
prehended by them."J These were her sentiments in general. 
In applying them to the Eucharist, " Her intention was to have 
the manner of Christ's presence in the Sacrament be left in 
some general words. She very much disliked that those who 
believed the corporal presence had been driven away from the 
Church by too nice an explanation of it." And again, "it was 
proposed to have the communion-book so contrived, that it 
might not exclude the belief of the corporal presence; for the 
chief design of the Queen's council was to unite the nation in 
one faith."* 

One might be apt to think, perchance, that the queen judged 
it needless to make any express declarations against the real 
presence, her subjects of themselves being sufficiently inclined 
to reject it: but, on the contrary, " the greatest part of the na­
tion continued to believe such a presence. Therefore, it was 
recommended to the divines to see that there should be no ex­
press definition made against it; that so it might lie as a spec­
ulative opinion, not determined, in which every man was left to 
the freedom of his own mind."§ 

* BURN. 1. III. P. 397. T IBID, P. SWL 
TIBID. P. 392. § IBID. 

ro&. I I . 1 * 
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6. — The Faith of Ihe pretended Martyrs change * 
Here was a sirange variation in one of the main fundamental 

points of the English Reformation. In the Confession of Faith 
set forth in 1551, under Edward, the doctrine of the Real Pres­
ence was excluded in so strong a manner, that it was declared 
impossible and contrary to our Lord's ascension. When Cran-
mer was condemned for a heretic in Queen Mary's time, he 
owned the capital subject of his condemnation was, his not con­
fessing a corporal presence of our Saviour on the altar. Ridley, 
Latimer, and others, the pretended martyrs of the English Ref­
ormation, mentioned by Mr. Burnet, all suffered for the same 
cause. Calvin *says as much of the French martyrs, whose au­
thority he opposes against the Lutherans/'* This article was 
esteemed of that high importance even in 1549, and during the 
whole reign of Edward, " that when the reformation was to be 
carried on to the establishment of a form of doctrine," says Mr. 
Burnet, " which should contain the chief points of religion, in­
quiry was chiefly made concerning the presence of Christ in the 
sacrament." It was, therefore, at that time, not only one of 
the fundamental points, but also a capital one amongst these 
fundamentals. As it was of such concern, and the principal 
cause for which these boasted martyrs shed their blood, it could 
not be explained in terms too distinct. After so clear an expo­
sition of it as that which had been made under Edward, to re­
turn, as did Elizabeth, to general terms, which left the thing 
undetermined, that all parties might be comprehended in them, 
and every man left to the freedom of his own mind, was betray­
ing truth, and putting error on the level with it. In a word, 
these general terms in a confession of faith, were nothing but a 
fallacy in the most serious of all concerns, and wherein the ut­
most sincerity is required. This is what the English Reformers 
ought to have represented to Elizabeth. But policy outbalanced 
religion, nor was it now to their purpose so greatly to condemn 
the Real Presence. Wherefore, the twenty-ninth article of 
Edward's confession, wherein it was condemned, was very much 
changed, and a great deal left out ; | all that showed the Real 
Presence was impossible and contradictory to the residence of 
Christ's body in heaven. " All this was suppressed," says Mr, 
Burnet, " and that expressed definition dashed over with mini­
um." The historian takes care to tell us it is still legible ; but 
that even is a testimony against the expunged doctrine. They 
would have it still legible, to the end a proof might be extant, 
that this was the very point which they had concluded to reverse. 
They had remonstrated to Queen Elizabeth concerning images, 

* Calv. dihicid. explic. opusc. p. S61. p. ii 1. i. p. 104 
f Ibid. !. iii. pp. 405, 406. 
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"that it would casta great reflection on the first iefonners, 
should they again set up in churches what these so zealous mar­
tyrs of the evangelical purity had so carefully removed."* It 
was of no I ss a criminal nature, to rescind from the Confession 
of Faith of these pretended martyrs, what they had placed in it, 
in opposition to the Real Presence, and to annul that doctrine, 
in testimony whereof they had given up their lives. Instead of 
their plain and express definitions, they were content to say, 
conformably to Queen Elizabeth's design, 4 4 in general terms, 
that the body of Christ is given and received after a spiritual 
manner; and the means by which it is received, is Faith.""(* The 
first part of the article is very true, taking spiritual manner for 
a manner that is above our senses and nature, as the Catholics 
tnd Lutherans understand it; nor is the second part less cer­
tain, taking the reception for a profitable reception, and in the 
sense St. John meant, when he said of Jesus Christ, " that his 
own received him not,"J although he were in the world in per­
son in the midst of them ; that is to say, they neither received 
his doctrine nor his grace. Furthermore, what was added in 
Edward's Confession, with reference to the communion of the 
wicked who receive nothing but the symbols, was cut off in like 
manner, and care was taken that nothing but what the Catholics 
and Lutherans might approve, should be retained with respect 
to the Real Presence. 

7.—Substantial Changes in Edward?s Liturgy. 
For the same reason, whatever condemned the corporal pres­

ence, was now changed in Edward's liturgy : for instance, the 
rubrick there explained the reason for kneeling at the sacrament, 
"that thereby no adoration is intended to any corporal presence of 
Christ's natural flesh and blood, because that is only in heaven."§ 
But, under Elizabeth, these words were lopped off, and the 
full liberty of adoring the flesh and blood of Jesus Christ was 
allowed as present in the Eucharist. What the pretended mar­
tyrs and founders of the English Reformation had held for gross 
idolatry, became an innocent action in the reigc of Queen Eliz­
abeth. In Edward's second liturgy, these words, which had 
been lefl. standing in the first, were taken away: viz , 4 4 the 
body or the blood of Jesus Christ preserve thy body and thy 
soul to everlasting life;" but these words, which Edward had 
left out because they seemed too much to favor the belief of the 
corporai presence, were replaced by Queen Elizabeth. || The 
will of kings became the rule of faith, and what we now see 
removed by this Queen, was again inserted in the con *non-
rrayer book by I&ng Charles II. 

* Calv. dilucid. explic opuse. 1. iii. p. 397. f P. 405. t John i. 10, 1U 
§ P. n. p. 392. || Ibid. 1. i. p. 170. 
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9.—Jin imposition of -Mr. Unmet; who has the assurance to sat/, that the Doc­
trine established by Edward was not changed. 

Notwithstanding all these changes in such essential matters^ 
Mr. Burnet would make us believe there was no variation in 
the doctrine of the English Reformation. " The doctrine of the 
Church," says he, " was at that time contrary to the belief of a 
real or corporal presence in the sacrament, in like manner as at 
present: only, it was not thought necessary or expedient to 
publish it in too distinct a manner * as if one could speak too 
distinctly in matters of faith. But this is not all. It is a man­
ifest variation in doctrine, not only to embrace what is contrary 
to it, but to leave undecided what was decided formerly. If the 
ancient Catholics, after deciding in express terms the Son of 
God's equality with his Father, had suppressed what they had 
pronounced at Nice, contenting themselves with barely calling 
him God in general terms, and in the sense the Arians could not 
deny it, insomuch that what had been decided so expressly should 
have become undecided and indifferent, would they not have 
altered the Church s faith, and stepped backwards ? Now, this 
is what was done unaer Elizabeth by the Church of England; 
and none can acknowledge it more clearly than Mr. Burnet has 
done in the words above cited, where it stands confessed in ex­
press terms, that it was neither by chance, nor forgetfulness, but 
from a premeditated design, that they omitted the words used in 
Edward's time, and that " no express definition was made against 
the corporal presence ; > , -f on the contrary, it was let lie as a 
speculative opinion, not aetermined, in which every man was 
left to the freedom of his own mind to reject or embrace it: in 
this manner, either sincerely vr politically, the faith of the re­
formers was forsaken, and the dogma of the corporal presence 
left for indifferent, against which they had combated even unto 
blood. 

9.—England indifferent us to the Real Presence. 

This if we believe Mr. Burnet, is yet the present state of the 
Church of England. It was on these grounds that the Bishop 
V*illiam Bedell, whose life he has written, believed that a great 
company of Lutherans who had fled to Dublin for refuge, might 
without difficulty communicate with the Church of England,"f 
4* which in reality/' says Mr. Burnet, " hath so great a modera­
tion in that matter (the Real Presence) that no positive defini­
tion of the manner of the presence being made, men of different 
sentiments may agree in the same acts of worship, without being 
obliged to declare their opinion, or being understood to do any 
thing contrary to their several persuasions/' Thus hath the 

• Bum. I iii. p. 406. t P- 392. + Life of B. Bcdefi, pp. 137, 13a 
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Church of England corrected her teachers, and reformed hci 
first reformers. 
10.—Neither the word substance nor miracles. 'Which Calvin places in the Eu> 

eharist, are admitted by them. 
Moreover, the English Reformation neither under Edward 

nor Elizabeth, ever employed, in the explanation of the Eucha­
rist, the substance of the body, nor those incomprehensible ope­
rations which Calvin so much exalts. These expressions too 
much favored a real presence, and it was for this reason they 
were not made use of either in Edward's reign, when that was 
designedly excluded, or in Elizabeth's, when the thing was to 
be left undetermined ; and England was very sensible that these 
words of Calvin, little suitable to the doctrine of the figurative 
sense, could not be introduced into it otherwise, than by forcing 
too visibly their natural sense. 

il.—The Queen's Supremacy in spirituals is established in spite of all her 
scruples. 

The article of Supremacy now remains to be considered. 
True it is, Elizabeth opposed it, and this title, of Head of the 
Church, in her judgment too great for kings, seemed to her still 
more insupportable in a queen, not to say ridiculous. "A 
famous preacher among those of the reformation," says Mr. 
Burnet, ** put this scruple about it in her head that is, some 
remains of shame were still to be met with in the English 
Church; nor was it without some little remorse that she gave 
up her authority to the secular power; but policy got the better 
even in this point. As much ashamed as the queen was in her 
heart of this title of the Church's supreme head, she accepted 
of it, and exercised it under another name. By an act which 
passed in 1559, "The supremacy was again annexed to the 
crown, and declared that the authority of visiting, correcting, 
and reforming all things in the Church is for ever annexed to 
the regal dignity, and whosoever should refuse to swear and ac­
knowledge the queen to be the supreme governor in all causes, 
as well ecclesiastical as temporal, within her dominions, was to 
forfeit any office he had either in Church or State; and to be 
thenceforth disabled to hold any employment during life."f This 
is what the queen's scruple ended in; and all she did to mod­
erate the laws of Henry VIII, with regard to the king's suprem­
acy, was, that whereas, denying the supremacy in King Henry's 
time, cost men their lives, in Elizabeth's it cost them but a for­
feiture of their goods. J 

12.—Resolution of the Catholic Bishops. 
The Catholic bishops on this occasion were not forgetful of 

their duty, and being inflexibly attached to the Catholic Church 
* Burnet, 1. iii. p. 3SG. f Ibid. 1. pp. iii. 335, ; Ibid. L iii 
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and Holy See, were deposed for having constantly refused to 
subscribe the queen's supremacy, no less than the other articles 
of the Reformation. Hut Parker, the Protestant Archbishop of 
Canterbury, was of all the most zealous in submitting to the 
yoke. It was to him complaints were addressed of the queen's 
scruples respecting her title of Supreme head ; to him was ren­
dered an account of what was done to engage the Catholics to 
acknowledge it, and finally the English Reformation could no 
longer be compatible with the liberty and authority which Jesus 
Christ had given to his Church. What had been resolved on 
in the Parliament in 1559, in favor of the queen's supremacy, 
was received in the synod of London by the common consent 
of all the clergy, of the first as well as of the second order. 

13.—Declaration of the Clergy regarding the Supremacy of Elizabeth. 
There the supremacy was inserted among the articles of faith 

m these terms :—" The royal majesty has sovereign power in 
this kingdom of England, and in her other dominions, and the 
sovereign government of all her subjects, lay and ecclesiastical, 
belongs to her in all matters, without being subjected to any 
foreign power."* By these last words they intended to exclude 
the Pope; hut as the other words, " in all matters,"! put in 
without restriction, as had been done in the act of parliament, 
imported a full sovereignty, even in ecclesiastical causes, with­
out excepting those of faith, they were ashamed of proceeding 
to such great excess, and introduced the following modification. 
** Whereas we attribute to the royal majesty this sovereign gov­
ernment, at which we learn that many ill-disposed individuals 
are displeased, we do not grant to our kings the administration 
of the word and of the sacram nts, as is clearly shown by the 
ordinances of our Queen Elizabeth ; but we merely give to her 
the prerogative, which the Scripture attributes to pious princes, 
of being able to keep to their duty all orders, whether lay or 
ecclesiastical, and to check the stubborn by the sword of the 
civil power. 

14,—This served but as a clumsy palliation /or a great evil. 
This explanation is conformable to a declaration which the 

queen had published, where she said at first " that she was far 
from wishing to administer holy things." The Protestants, ready 
to afford satisfaction on the subject of ecclesiastical authority, 
thought thereby to be sheltered from whatever evil its supremacy 
was attended with, but all in vain; for the question was not 
whether the English invested royalty with the administration of 
the word and of the sacraments. Who has ever accused then; 

wishing that their kings should ascend the pulpit, or admin 

* Syn Load, art 7. f Syn. gen. p. i. pag. 107. 
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istcr ccaimunion and baptism? And what is there so un< om-
mo:, in this declaration, wherein Queen Elizabeth avows that 
this ministry appertains not to her? The question was to know, 
whether in such matters the royal majesty has a mere direction 
and an external execution, or whether it influences fundamen-
'ally th^ validity of ecclesiastical acts. But whilst it was ap­
parently reduced in this article to the mere execution, the con-
*rary appeared but too manifest in practice. Permission to preach 
•vas granted by letters patent and under the great seal. The 
lueen made bishops with the same authority as the king her 
*ather and the king her brother, and for a limited time if she 
pleased. The commission for their consecration emanated from 
the royal power. Excommunications were decreed by the sarnu 
uithority. The queen regulated by her edicts not only the ex­
terior worship, but also faith and the dogma, or caused them to 
be regulated by her parliament, whose acts received their valid­
ity from her; and there is nothing more unheard of in the 
Christian Church, than what was done at that time. 

15.—The Parliament continues to assume the decision in points of faith. 
The parliament pronounced directly on heresy. It regulated 

the conditions on which a doctrine should pass for heretical, and 
where these conditions were not found in this doctrine, it pro­
hibited its condemnation, ** and reserved to itself the cognizance 
of it." The question is not to know whether the rule which 
parliament prescribed is good or bad; but whether the parlia­
ment, a secular body, whose acts received their validity from 
the prince, can decide on matters of faith, and reserve to itself 
the cognizance of them ; that is, whether they may challenge 
it to themselves, and take away the exercise of it from the 
bishops, on whom Christ had bestowed it; for the parliament's 
saying they would judge with the assent of the clergy in then 
convocation,* was nothing but an illusion; since, in the en*., 
this was still reserving to the parliament the supreme authority, 
and hearing the pastors rather as counsellors whose lights they 
borrowed, than as natural judges, to whom only the decision 
appertained of divine right. I cannot think a christian heart 
can hear of such an invasion of the pastoral authority and the 
•ights of the sanctuary without a sigh. 

16.—On what is grounded the Validity q ' the English Ordinations. 
But lest it should be imagined, tha. all these attempts of the 

secular authority on the rights of the sanctuary were nothing 
but usurpations of the laity, the clergy not consenting to them, 
and this under pretext of the above explanation given by the said 
clergy to the Queen's supremacy in the thirty-seventh article 

* Syn. gen. pag. L 107 



18 T H E HISTORY OT [BOCK 

of the Confession of Faith, what precedes, and what follows, 
evince the contrary. What precedes, inasmuch as this synod 
being composed, as just observed, of both houses of the clergy 
intending to set forth the validity of the ordination of bishops, 
of priests, and deacons, grounds it on a form contained in the 
book of consecration of archbishops and bishops, and ordaining 
of priests and deacons, lately set forth in the time of King 
Edward VI, and confirmed by authority of parliament.* Weak 
bishops ! wretched clergy! who choose rather to take the form of 
their ordination from a book made lately, but ten years ago ip 
King Edward's time, and confirmed by the authority of parlia­
ment, than from the sacramentary of St. Gregory, the author 
of their conversion, wherein they might still read the form, 
according to which their predecessors and the holy monk St. 
Augustin, their first apostle, had been consecrated; although this 
book was warranted, not indeed by the authority of parliaments, 
but by the universal tradition of all Christian churches.f 

17.—Sequel of this Matter. 
Upon this it was that these bishops founded the validity of 

their consecration, and the orders of their priests and deacons ; 
and this was done pursuant to a decree of parliament in 1559, 
wherein the doubt concerning ordination was solved by an act 
authorizing the book of ordination, which was joined to King 
Edward's liturgy: so that had not the parliament made these 
acts, the ordinations of their whole clergy had still remained 
dubious. J 
18.—Decisions of Faith reserved to the Royal Authority, by the Declaration oj 

the Bishops. 
The bishops and then clergy, who had thus enslaved the 

ecclesiastical authority, conclude in a manner corresponding to 
such a beginning ; when, after having set forth their faith in all 
the foregoing articles to the number of thirty-nine, they con­
clude with this ratification, wherein they declare, " That these 
articles being authorized by the consent and assent of Queen 
Elizabeth, ought to be received and executed throughout the 
whole realm of England." Where we find the Queen's appro­
bation, and not owly her consent by submission, but also her 
assent, as I may say, by express deliberation, mentioned in the 
act as a condition that makes it valid ; insomuch that the decrees 
of bishops in matters the most within the verge of their ministry, 
receive their last form and validity, in the same style with acts 
of parliament from the Queen's approbation, these weak bishops 
never daring all this while to remonstrate, after the example of 
dl post ages, that their decrees, valid of themselves, and by 

* Syn. Lon., art. 36. Svn. Gen. p. 107. Bur. 385. 
t Ibid. f Bum. ibid. p. 392. 
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that siered authority, which Jesus Christ had annexed to the :r 
character, required nothing else from the regal power, but an 
entire submission and exterior protection. Thus, whilst they 
forget the primitive institutions of their church, together with 
the head whom Jesus Christ had given them, and set up princes 
for their heads whom Jesus Christ had not appointed for that 
end, they degraded themselves to that degree, that no ecclesi­
astical act, not even those which regard preaching, censures, 
liturgy, sacraments, nay, faith itself, have any force in England, 
but inasmuch as they are approved and made valid by Kings ; 
which in the main gives to Kings more than the word, and more 
than the administration of the sacraments, since it renders them 
the sovereign arbiters of one and the other. 

19.—The same Doctrine in Scotland.—1568. 
It is for the same reason that we behold the first Confession 

of Scotland, since she became Protestant, published in the 
name of the parliament; and a second Confession of the same 
kingdom, bearing this title: " A general Confession of the true 
Christian Faith according to the word of God, and the acts of 
our Parliaments."* 

A great multitude of different declarations was requisite to 
explain how these acts did not attribute the episcopal jurisdic­
tion to the crown; but all was nothing but mere words, since 
after all, it still stands incontestable that no ecclesiastical act 
iiath any force in that kingdom, no more than in England, unless 
ratified by the King and parliament. 
80.—The English Doctrine, which makes the King head of the Church, con­

demned by the Calvinists. 
Our Calvinists, I own, seem far remote from this doctrine , 

and I find, not only in Calvin, as already observed, but also in 
the national synods, express condemnations of those who con­
found the civil government with that of the church, by making 
the magistrate head of the church, or by subjecting the ecclesi­
astical government to the people, f But there is nothing but 
will go down with these men, provided you are an enemy to the 
Pope and R o m e ; insomuch that, by stress of equivocations 
and explanations, the Calvinists were gained, and brought in 
England even to subscribe the supremacy. 

21.—Jill that remained to the Church seized upon. 
I t appears b •/ the whole tenor of the acts which I have re­

ported, how vain it is to pretend that, in the reign of Elizabeth 
this suprema zy was reduced to more reasonable terms than in 
the precedent reigns, there being, on the contrary, no alteration 

* Synt. Gen. part i. p. 109. Ibid. p. 126.1588. 
f Syn.of Paris, 1565. Syn. of Rochelle, 1571. 
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to be found in the main.* Among other fruits of the suprem­
acy, one was the Queen's invading the revenues of the church 
under (he pretence of giving the iuii value of them,! even those 
of the bishops, such as, till then, had remained sacred and in­
violate. Treading in the steps of the King her father in ordei 
to engage the nobility in the interests of the supremacy and 
reformation, she made them a present of a share in these con­
secrated goods ; and this state of the church, enslaved both in 
her temporals and spirituals, is called the Englisn reformation, 
the re-establishment of evangelical purity ! 
22.—A remarkable passage in Mr. Burnet, concerning the English Reformation* 

Nevertheless, if we may form a judgment of this reformation 
according to the gospel-rule, by its fruits, there was never any 
thing more deplorable ; seeing the effect which this miserable 
subjection of the clergy did produce, was, that from thence-
forwards religion was no more then a state-engine always veer­
ing at the breath of the prince. Edward's reformation, which 
had entirely changed that of Henry VIII, was changed itself in 
an instant under Mary, and Elizabeth destroyed in two years 
all that Mary had done before. 

The bishops, reduced to fourteen in number, stood firm, 
together with about fifty or sixty ecclesiastics ;J but, excepting 
so small a number in so great a kingdom, all the rest paid 
obedience to the Queen's injunctions, yet with so little good 
will for the new doctrine they were made to embrace, " that 
probably," says Mr. Burnet, " if Queen Elizabeth had not lived 
long, and a prince of another religion had succeeded before 
the death of all that generation, they had turned about again 
to the old superstitions as nimbly as they had done in Queen 
Mary's time."§ 

23.—Inamissibility of Justice rejected by the Church of England. 
In this same Confession of Faith, which had been confirmed 

under Elizabeth in 1562, there are two important points re­
lating to justification. In one of them, the inamissibility of 
justice is rejected clearly enough by this declaration. " After 
we have received the Holy Ghost, we may depart from grace 
given, and arise again, and amend our lives , J[| In the other, 
the certainty of predestination seems quit* excluded, when, 
after saying that "The doctrine of predestination is full of 
comfort to godly persons, by confirming their faith of eternal 
salvation to be enjoyed through Jesus Christ," they add, " It is 
the downfall for carnal persons either into a desperation, or into 
recklessness of most unclean living." And, in conclusion, tha/ 

* Bum. 1. iii. p. 394, &c. f Tlman. Iil>. xxi. 155!). Bum. lib. iii. p. 3'J4. 
I Burno*, I. iii. p. 401. $ I tin*. 

U Synt. Gen. part i. Coaf. Au^. Ar.'. xvi. wii. p. 102. 
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** w i must receive God' s promises, as they be generally set forth 
to \ii in holy scripture; and in our doings, that will of God is 
to be followed, which we have expressly declared unto us in 
the word of G o d w . i i c h seems to exclude that special cer­
tainty, whereby each of the faithful is obliged to believe in par­
ticular, as of faith, that he is in the number of the elect, and 
comprehended within that absolute decree, by which God wills 
their salvation : a doctrine not agreeable, it seems, to the Prot­
estants of England, although they not only bear with it in the 
Calvin'sts, out also the deputies from their church have con­
firmed it, as we shall aee in the synod of Dort.* 

24.—The beginning of the disturbances in France fomented by Elizabeth.— 
Change of the Calvinistic Doctrine. 

Queen Elizabeth secretly encouraged that disposition which 
those of France were in towards a rebellion ; nearly at the same 
time that the English reformation was modelled under that 
queen, they declared themselves. Our reformed, after about 
thirty years, grew weary of deriving their glory from their suf­
ferings ; their patience could hold out no longer; nor did they 
from that time exaggerate their submission to our kings, f This 
submission lasted but whilst they were in a capacity of curbing 
them. Under the strong reigns of Francis I and Henry II, they 
were in reality very submissive, and made no show of an inten­
tion to levy war. The reign, no less weak than short, of Francis 
II, inspired them with boldness. The fire, so long concealed, 
blazed forth in the conspiracy of Amboise. Yet a sufficient 
strength still remained in the government to have quenched it 
at the beginning : but during the minority of Charles IX, and 
under the regency of a Queen, all whose policy aspired no fur­
ther than to maintain her power by dangerous and trimming 
measures, the revolt became entire and the conflagration univer­
sal over all France. A particular account of these intrigues 
and wars comes not within my sphere, nor should I even have 
spoken of these commotions, if, contrary to all preceding dec-
arations and protestations, they had not produced this new doc­

trine in the reformation, that it is lawful to take up arms against 
prince and country, in the cause of religion. 

25.—The Calvinists took arms from maxims of Religion. 
It had been well foreseen, that the new reformed would not 

be slack in proceeding tt such measures. Not to trace back 
the wars of the Albigenses, the seditions of the Wickliffites in 
England, the furies of the Taborites in Bohemia, it had been but 
too apparent what was the result of all the fine protestations of 
the Lutherans in Germany.^ The leagues and wars so much 

* Book xiv. t Burn. 1. iii. pp. 415, 416. 
t Thuan lib. xxvii. 1560, t ii. p. 17. La Poplin, i. viL pp. 246, 255t 
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detested at first, as soon ;ts ever the Protestants were sensible of 
their strength, became lawful, and Luther added this new article 
to his gospel. The ministers too of the Vaiuiois had hut just 
taught this doctrine, when the war was commenced in the valleys 
against thoir .sovereigns the Dukes of Savoy. The new reformed 
of France we*e not backward to follow these examples, nor is 
there any doubt but they were spirited up to it by their doctors. 
fi — I k z a owns that the conspiracy of Jlmboise was entered upon from a maxim 

of Conscience. 
As for the conspiracy of Amboise, all historians testify as 

much : oven Beza owns it in his eccle&iastieal history. It was 
fro n the influence of their doctors, that the Prince of Conde" 
believed himself innocent, or affected to believe it, although so 
neinons an attempt had been undertaken by his orders.* It was 
resolved on by the party, to furnish him with men and money, 
to the end he might have a competent force : so that the desigr 
then on foot, after the s- izure of the two Guises in the very 
castle of Amboise, where the King was in person, and forcibly 
carrying them away, was nothing less than from that very time 
to light up the torch of civd war throughout the whole kingdom. 
The whole body of the Reformation came into this design, and 
on this occasion the province of Xaintonge is praised by Beza, 
for having done their duty like the rest.f The same Beza tes­
tifies an extreme regret, that so just an enterprise should have 
failed, and attributes the bad success of it to the perlidiousness 
of certain people. 
27.—Four demonstrations that the riot of Jlmboise was the wor!; of Protestants, 

and that the motive to it tras Religion. First demonstration. 
The Protestants, it is true, were desirous of giving to this 

enterprise, as they do to all others of this nature, a pretext of 
public good, in order to inveigle some Catholics into it, and tc 
screen the reformation from the infamy of so wicked an attempt. 
But four reasons demonstrate that it was in reality an affair of 
religion, and an enterprise carried on by the reformed. In the 
arst place, because it was set on foot on the occasior of the 
executions of some of the party, and especially of Anne du Bourg, 
that famous pretended martyr. Beza, after relating this execu­
tion, together with the other evil treatments the Lutherans un­
derwent, (then all the reformed were so called,) introduces the 
history of this conspiracy, and at the head of the motives which 
gave birth to it, places these manifestly tyrannical ways of pro­
ceeding, and the menaces that on this occasion were levelled 
at the greatest men of the kingdom, such as the Prince of Cond6 
and the Chustillons, " Then it was," says he, "that many lords 

* Thuan. t. i. 1. xxiv. p. 752. La Poplin, livre vi. Bez. Hist EccL livw 
id p. 250, 254, 270.—1560. f Ibid. 313. 
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awaked as from a profuur d sleep: so much the mote," con­
tinues this historian, 4 4 as they considered, that the kings Francis 
and Henry never would attempt any thing against the men of 
quality, contenting themselves with awing the great ones by 
the correction of the meaner sort, that now quite different meas* 
ures were taken ; whereas, in consideration of the number 
concerned, they should have applied less violent remedies, rather 
than thus open a gate to a million of seditions." 
38.—Second demonstration, tohcrein the advice of Beza and the Divines of the 

Party is reported. 
The confession is sincere, I must own. Whilst nothing but 

the dregs of the people we~e punished, the lords of the party did 
not si*:, but let them go quietiy to execution. When they, like 
the rest, were threatened, thoy bethought themselves of their 
weapons, or, as the author expresses it, " Each man was forced 
to look at home, and many began to range themselves together, 
to provide for a just defence, and to resettle the ancient and 
lawful government of the kingdom." This last word was 
necessary to disguise the rest; but what goes before shows 
plainly enough the design in hand, and the sequel evinces it still 
more clearly. For these means of a just defence imported, that 
the thing* " having been proposed to lawyers and men of renown 
in France and Germany, as likewise to the most learned divines; 
it was discovered that they might lawfully oppose the govern 
ment usurped by the Guises, and take up arms, in case of need 
to repel their violence, provided the princes of the blood, who 
in such cases are born lawful magistrates, or one of them, would 
but undertake it, especially at the request of the estates of 
France, or of the most sound part thereof." Here then is a 
second demonstration against the new Reformation, because 
the divines whom they consulted, were Protestants, as it is ex­
pressly specified by I)e Thou,f with them an unexceptionable 
author. And Beza insinuates it plainly enough, when he says, 
they took the advice 4 4 of the most learned divines," who, in his 
judgment, could be none else but the reformed. As much may 
we believe in regard to the lawyers, no Catholic having ever 
been so much as named. 

29.— Third Demonstration. 
A third demonstration, arising from the same words is, that 

these princes of the blood, 4 4 born magistrates in this affair," 
were reduced to the sole Prince of Cond£, a declared Protestant, 
although there were five or six more at the least, and amongst 
others, the King of Navarre, the prince's elder brother, and first 
prince of the blood ; but whom the party feared rather than de-
oended on; a circumstance that leaves not the least doubt thai 

* Beza, Hist. Eccl. liv. iii. 249. \ Lib. xxiv. p. 378, edit G*n-
VOL. I I . 2 * 
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the design of the new Reformation was to command the enter-
prise. 

30.—Fourth Demonstration. 
Nay, not only the prince is the sole person placed at tne head 

of the whole party, but what makes the fourth and last convic­
tion against the Reformation is, that this, " the most sound part 
of the Estates, whose concurrence was demanded, were almost 
all reformed."* The most important and the most special 
orders were addressed to them, and the enterprise regarded 
them alone; for the end they proposed to themselves therein 
was, as Beza owns, that " a confession of faith might be pre­
sented to the king assisted by a good and lawful council ."! It 
is plain enough, this council would never have been good and 
lawful, unless the Prince of Conde, with his party, had governed 
it, and the reformed obtained all they desired. The action was 
to begin by a request they would have presented to the king for 
obtaining liberty of conscience ; and he who managed the whole 
affair, was La Renaudie, a man condemned to rigorous penal­
ties for forgery, by a decree in parliament, at which court he 
sued for a benefice; after this, sheltering himself at Geneva, 
turning heretic out of spite, " burning with a desire of revenge, 
and of defacing, by some bold action, the infamy of his con­
demnation,"! he undertook to stir up to rebellion, as many dis* 
affected persons as he could meet with; and at last, retiring 
into the house of a Huguenot lawyer at Paris , had the direction 
of ail matters in conjunction with Antony Chandieu, the Protes­
tant minister of Paris, who afterwards gave himself the name 
of Sadael. 

31.—The Huguenots that discovered the conspiracy do not justify the party. 
True it is, the Huguenot lawyer, with whom he lodged, and 

Liguercs, another Huguenot, had a horror of so artocious a 
crime, and discovered the plot; but that does not excuse the 
Reformation, but shows only there were some particular men 
in the sect, whose conscience was better than that of the divines 
ind ministers, and that of Beza himself and the whole body 
of the party,§ who ran headlong into the conspiracy over all the 
provinces of the realm. Accordingly, we have seen the same 
Beza accusing of perfidiousness these two faithful subjects, 
who alone, of all the party, had an abhorrence of, and dis­
covered the plot; so that, in the judgment of the ministers, 
.hose that came into this black conspiracy are the hontst men, 
•ind those who detected it are the traitors. 

432.~The protestation of the Conspirators does not justify them. 
It is to no purpose to say, that La Renaudie and all the con-

* La Poplin. Ibid. p. HM, &r. t His t Eccl. L iii. p. 31 i, 
t Thoon. Ibid. pp. 733, 73*. § P*r/a. Thnan. La Poplin. Ibid. S. i t 96. J. 
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spimtors protested they had no design of a tempting any thing 
against the king or queen, or the royal family; for is a man 
to be deemed innocent, because be had not formed the design 
of so execrable a parricide?* Was it so light a matter in a 
state, to call in question the king's majority, and elude the 
ancient laws, which had fixed it at fourteen years of age, by the 
joint consent of all the orders of the realm ? To presume, on 
this pretext, to appoint him such counsel as they thought fit? 
To rush, armed, into his palace ; to assault and force him ; to 
ravish from this sacred asylum, and out of the king's arms, the 
Duke of Guise and the Cardinal of Lorrain, because the king 
made use of them in his council; to expose the whole court 
and the king's own person to all the violence and all the blood­
shed, that so tumultuous an attack, and the darkness of the 
night, might produce ? In a word, to fly to arms over all the 
kingdom, with a resolution not to lay them down, till the king 
should be forced into a compliance with all that they desired. 
Were the particular injury done to the Guises here only to come 
in question, what right had the prince of Cond£ to dispose of 
these princes, to deliver them up to the hands of their enemies, 
who, as Beza himself owns, | made a great part of the conspi­
rators, and to employ the sword against them, as De Thou says , | 
should they not consent voluntarily to relinquish all state-affairs 1 
What! under pretext of a particular commission, given, as Beza 
words it,§ " To men of a well-approved and wise conduct (such 
as La Renaudie) in order to inquire secretly, though thoroughly 
and exactly, into all the employments heaped upon the Guises," 
shall a prince of the blood, of his private authority, hold them 
as legally convicted, and put them in the power of those, whom 
he knows to be "spurred or with the spirit of revenge for out­
rages received from them, as well in their own persons, as those 
of their kindred and relations ;" for these are Beza's words. [| 
What becomes of society, if such wicked attempts be allowed'( 
But what becomes of royalty, if men daie to execute them, 
sword in hand, in the king's own palace, seize on his ministers, 
.nd tear them from his side; put him under tuition; his sacred 

person in the power of rebels, who would have possessed them­
selves of his castle, and upheld such a treason, with a war set 
on foot o\et all the kingdom ? This is the fruit resulting from 
the councils " of the most learned Protestant divines and law­
yers, of the best renown." This is what Beza approves, and 
what Protestants defend even to this day. IT 

* Ord. de Charles V 1373 and 74, et seq. Vid. ^ Poplin. 1. vi. 155, et seq 
* Beza, p. 250. J Thuan, pp. 7*J, 738. 
$ Bern, p. 250. || Ibid. M Burn. L iii. p. 415. 
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33.— The sHpjih'nexs an J connivance of Calvin. 
Calviu is cited,* who, after the contrivance had inwcarricd, 

wrote two letters, wherein he testifies, he had never approved 
it. But, after having had notice of a conspiracy of . l i s nature, 
is it enough to blame it, without giving himself a iy furthei 
concern to stop the progress of so flagitious an undertaking ? 
Had Beza believed that Calvin did as much detest this deed 
as it deserved, would he have approved it himself; would he 
have boasted to us the approbation of the most learned divines 
of the party 1 Who docs not, therefore, perceive, that Calvin 
acted here too remissly; and provided he could exculpate him­
self, in case of ill success, was nowise averse to the conspira­
tors hazarding the event? If we believe Brantome, the Admi­
ral! was much better disposed; and the Protestant writers 
vapor much at what he wrote in the life of this nobleman, 
viz., " That none durst ever speak to him about this enterprise, 
because they held him for a man of probity, a man of worth, a 
lover of honor, who accordingly would have sent back the con­
spirators well rebuked, and detected the whole; nay, would 
himself have been aiding to quell them."| Still, however, the 
thing was done, and the historians of the party relate with com­
placency, what ought not to be mentioned but with horror. 

34.— Reflections on the uncertainty of histories useless on this occasion. 

There is no room here for eluding a certain fact, hjr descant­
ing on the uncertainty of histories, and the partiality of histo­
rians. § These commonplace topics are only fit to raise a mist. 
Should our reformed arraign the credit of De Thou, whose 
works they printed at Geneva, and whose authority, we have 
been lately told by a Protestant historian, none ever disputed; 
they have but to read La Poplinicre, one of their own, and 
Beza, one of their chiefs, to find their party convicted of a 
crime, which the Admiral, Protestant as he was, judged so un­
worthy a man of honor. 
35.—The first wars under Charles XI, in which all the party concurred.—1562. 

Yet this great man of honor, who had «mch an abhorrence 
of the conspiracy of A mboise, either because it did not suc­
ceed, or because the measures were ill concerted, or because 
he found open war more to his advantage, made no scruple, 
two years after, of putting himself at the head of the rebellious 
Calvinists. Then the whole party declared themselves. Calvin 
made no resistance for this time, and rebellion was the crime 
of all his disciples. Those whom their histories celebrate as 
the most moderate, only said they ought not to begin. j| How-

* Crit de Maimb. t i . Lett. xv. N. 6. p. 263. Cnl. Ep. p. 312, 313. 
f Crit de Maimb. Loft. ii. IS. 2. \ Brant vie d« ['Admiral de Ohastil 

{CriLde Maimb. N. 1.4. Burn. t. l.Pref. ||La Poplin. I. viii.Bwia, t iiJ.vLp.S, 


