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we have the strongest testimony from Hallam, who
declares that, “as a school of moral discipline, the
feudal institutions were perhaps most to be valued.
Society had sunk for several centuries after the dis-
solution of the Roman Empire into a condition of
utter depravity, where, if any vices could be selected
as more eminently characteristic than others, they
were falsehood, treachery, and ingratitude. In slowly
purging off the lees of this extreme corruption, the
feudal spirit exerted its ameliorating influence.
Violation of faith stood first in the catalogue of
CYimes...... most branded by general infamy. The
feudal law-books breathe throughout a spirit of
honourable obligation.”**® For an answer to the
second question mentioned above we may advan-
tageously consult Guizot, who considers himself to
have clearly demonstrated the natural evolution of
chivalry as “the spontaneous consequence of Ger-
manic manners and feudal relations,” and without—
in its origin—any arriére pensée whatever beyond
the military bond. Presently, however, he tells us,
“religion and imagination, the Church and Poetry,
took possession of chivalry, and made it a powerful
means of attaining the ends which they pursued”:
and, after describing the various religious rites which
were ultimately attached to the ceremony of knighting,
he quotes a series of oaths imposed upon the new
knight, in order to prove the intimate alliance of
religion with chivalry—of which oaths, by the bye,
one might say that several of them put a premium
upon perjury, by binding the new knight to all sorts

** Hallam’s Medlsm., 1., p. 322. Buckle, who very much qualifies
the praise usually mded to chivalry for Ii'tis hum&zing influence,
E"!l’.ﬁ!): as to its influence upon veracity and fidelity. (Buckle,
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of fantastic and impracticable conditions which he
was morally certain to violate at some time or other.?s
For the rest, however, this series of oaths entirely
corroborates Hallam’s statement as to the stress laid
by chivalry upon fidelity to a promise : but we must
analyze the value of Guizot’s testimony to the share
of religion in this reformation.?® Summing up the
whole evidence adduced by him, we find that chivalry
and its manners were developed by a natural process
of evolution from a purely secular origin; and would
have been so developed, whether Christianity or any
other religion had or had not appeared upon the
scene : but that Christianity seized upon chivalry—
as upon every other social phenomenon—and sought
to subordinate it to its own ends. Hereupon two
farther questions suggest themselves—firstly, did the
clergy lay hold of chivalry with a real desire to use it
as a weapon of moral reformation, or mainly with the
object of asserting here, as everywhere else, the
supremacy of the Church: and, secondly, how far
did the Church’s preaching and injunctions, as such,
produce any effects upon the knights initiate?
Clearly, if the Church alone had proved impotent
to check the depravation of mankind; and if, after
centuries of blind religious submission and universal
perjury and treachery, a reformation was at last
effected by chivalry ; then the credit of this reforma-
tion should go to the secular elements in chivalry
rather than to the religious.

That the oath of the new knight was a religious
factor is obvious : but the question that concerns us

*% E.g., “that, having made an oath or promise to go upon some
quest or strange adventure, they would never lay aside their arms
except to repose at night.”

*° Guizot, 111., pp. 106-113.
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IS—what was the true sanction of his faithfulness to
his oath 2 Did he keep truth because religion taught
him to; or was there some other sanction? To
believe that religion is to be credited with having
inculcated such a regard for truth, is difficult after
what we have learned as to the consistent influence
of the Church towards perjury : and Guizot, asserting
in one breath that the clergy alone could have infused
the moral element into chivalry,** admits in the next
that “the poets imposed the same duties, the same
virtues.” **  What, then, was the other and non-
religious factor? I answer—the sentiment of pride
and self-respect which was so carefully nursed by
chivalry. Vast evil was wrought by this steady
discipline in pride; for it involved a caste-feeling
that prompted inhumanity towards, and contempt
for, burghers and peasantry ; and fatally narrowed
the sympathies : but, none the less, it did teach men
the self-respecting virtues of which truthfulness is so
pre-eminently one. Gibbon tells us that education,
example, and public opinion, were the inviolable
guarantees of the knight's oath: and the impartial
Hallam, who is very emphatic on the great moral
educative influence of chivalry, equally regards it as
a purely secular influence. He tells us that in chivalry
" breach of faith, and especially of an express promise,
was held a disgrace that novalour could redeem. False,
perjured, disloyal, recreant, were the epithets which
he must be compelled to endure who had swerved
from a plighted engagement even towards an enemy.
This is one of the most striking changes produced by
chivalry, Treachery, the usual vice of savage as well
ascorrupt nations, became infamous during the vigour

R o 111 e ik, . 113,
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of the discipline.” **3 This is a conclusive verdict for
the signal services of chivalry in educating men to a
truthfulness that religion had not simply failed to
teach, but had undermined by both precept and
example : and the evidence seems to show (1) that
chivalry did afford this training in truthfulness ; and
(2) that the training was due, not to the religious
element i1n chivalry, but to the purely secular—to an
element, indeed, that was utterly anti-Christian : for
what can be more essentially anti-Christian than the
lofty and disdainful pride that characterized the knight
of old? While councils, cardinals, patriarchs, and
popes, were preaching that faith must not be kept
with infidels and heretics, and that the Pope can
dispense and annul oaths ; these stern warriors were
teaching—and not by mouth alone, but in very real
deed—that a plighted word is sacred, and that any
death or disaster were preferable to treachery and

perjury.
VI.

After this digression we may now take up the
record of the thirteenth century, during which period
the popes and their legates seem to have been par-
ticularly active in perjuring themselves and in pro-
moting perjury by others. It is a pleasing illustration
of what has just been said regarding chivalry that,
when Andelys was captured by the French in 1204,
Roger de Lacy was detained prisoner on parole on
account of his bravery in defending the fortress :*™
but after this the tide of clerical and lay perjury rolls
in upon us. In 1205 Reginald, archbishop-elect of

%3 Hallam's Medism., 111., p. 494 ; and see Gibbon, VL., p. 425.
64 Wendover, 11., p. 213.
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Canterbury, perjured himself most flagrantly by
breaking the oath of secrecy imposed upon him by
the monks :* and in 1209 the Emperor Otto broke
his oath go the Pope, and attacked Naples.”® Then
in the same year, during the Albigensian War, the
papal legate obtained possession of Carcasonne,
the capital city of the viscounty, by an act of
gross perfidy and treachery—putting in practice the
execrable papal maxim, that no faith is to be kept with
heretics.**

In 1211 Pope Innocent absolved all King John’s
subjects from their allegiance to him :*® and, when
Magna Charta was signed in 1215, Innocent, as
suzerain of England, immediately issued a bull
declaring the Charter null and void, and forbidding
the King, under pain of excommunication, to fulfil
the provisions to which he had sworn.”® The con-
federate barons, on their side, were not free from
perjury ; for they had sworn on the gospels that, if
d’Albiney were besieged in Rochester, they would
rescue him and raise the siege. When the time came,
“in order therefore that they might seem to be doing
something in accordance with their oath and plighted
faith,” they immediately started ; but almost at once
turned back to London, where they remained amusing
themselves.” During this same year, 1215, the Pope
—who had now had much practice in dissolving oaths
and procuring perjury—ordered that if any intending
crusaders “are bound by oath to the payment of

*5 Ibid., p. 215, “* E. B., Innocent Il1.

*7 Smith's France, p. 1 53 (The trick consisted in seizing perfidi-
ously the viscount, and thus leaving the garrison no option but to
surrender, ) *“* Howitt’s Pricft., p. 99.

% Wendover, 11., P- 333 Green's Hist., 1., p. 244. Draper’s
Devpmt., 1., p. 54. Smith's France, p. 156.

“° Wendover, 11., PP. 337 el seq.
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usury, their creditors shall by ecclesiastical authority
be compelled to forgive them their oath.” *7*

During the next reign again the Pope was par-
ticularly active on behalf of John's worthless son.
We are told that “ Henry II1., though a very devout
person, had his own notions as to the validity of an
oath that affected his power, and indeed passed his life
in a series of perjuries. According to the creed of that
age, a papal dispensation might annul any prior en-
gagement : and he was generally on sufficiently good
terms with Rome to obtain such an indulgence.” *7*

[ may remark here, as appropriately as anywhere
else, that the popes were as liberal to themselves as
to others : and the marvel is that anyone should have
thought it worth while to attempt to bind anyone else
by an oath in times when oaths were so easily broken.
For instance, a new pope, after his election but before
his consecration, “swore to observe certain capitula-
tions—such as a participation of revenues between
himself and the cardinals ; [and] an obligation that he
would not remove them, but would permit them to
assemble twice a year to discuss whether he had kept
his oath: [but] repeatedly the popes broke their
oath.” 3 All the trouble, however, caused by such
breaches of faith is intelligible enough ; since, as
Gibbon remarks, ‘“whatever promises were made
[before his elevation], the pope could never be bound
by the oaths of the cardinal.”™ *7*

History is now full of examples of perjury—not
because perjury was more common than before, I
presume, but simply because this period is more fully
chronicled. In 1223 Louis of France broke his oath

7t Ibid., p. 345 72 Hallam’s Medism., 11., p. 453.
3 Draper’'s Confit., p. 277, 74 Gibbon, VI1I., p. 426.
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to Henry III. to restore Normandy, and accused the
English of violating an oath to him :75 and in 1226,
at the siege of Avignon by the legate and the French,
the legate” at last induced the citizens to open their
gates on the security of his oath; but, according to
the pre-arrangement, as soon as the gates were
opened, the French troops entered. Even the
monkish chronicler calls this proceeding treachery.?”®
In 1227 the crusaders broke a truce with the Saracens,
which had been confirmed by an oath ; although the
Duke of Limburg warned them that such breach of
the truce would be dangerous and dishonourable : but
they replied that the Pope had excommunicated all
such crusaders as should fail to join the crusade,
although he knew that the truce had yet two years to
run ; whence they inferred that he did not wish the
truce to be kept !*77

In 1233-4 Henry II1. was engaged in a persecution
of the Earl Marshal: and a tissue of perjuries is
charged against the King in this connection.*”®
Henry indeed shares with Charles I., Ferdinand the
Catholic, and Louis XVI., the disgraceful distinction
of being a characteristic and chronic perjurer; and
his biography is one long record of lies. Curiously
enough—or is it curious ?7—he resembled these three
other monarchs in being a most religious man : and,
before mentioning fresh examples of his perjury, I
may cite the testimony of Matthew Paris to his
religious devoutness. He was—says Paris—*dis-
tinguished for his devotion to the Lord ; for it was
his custom every day to hear three masses with the
notes ; and, as he wished to hear more, he assiduously

75 Wendover, 11., p. : 7% Ibid., p. 482.
71 lbid., p. 491. i 7o lbid., gp.f7z, 578.
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assisted at the celebration of private masses : and,
when the priest elevated the body of our Lord, he
usually held the hand of the priest and kissed it."”*?
This evidence is conclusive as to Henry’s sincere
religiosity : and now we may consider a few more
examples of his perjury. In 1237 Henry demanded
a subsidy from his people, and swore to govern well
in future if the money were granted—an oath which
notoriously he did not keep—and he also denied the
report (which, however, was doubtlessly correct !) that
he was endeavouring to obtain a papal dispensation
from the charters already granted.” In the following
year Paris mentions how often Henry had broken his
oath not to act in important matters without the
advice of his subjects :** and we also find the King
attempting to procure the election of a foreigner to
the bishopric of Winchester ; *“ although he had often
before sworn to dismiss, and not to advance the
interests of, foreigners.”** In this same year 1238,
too, de Montfort bought permission from Rome to
enjoy his marriage ; although he had solemnly vowed
not to contract that marriage, and had broken his
vow,*

We now pass to some examples of foreign perjury
—for all Europe was alike forsworn. In 1239 the

Pope excommunicated the Emperor, and absolved
from the observance of their oath all who had sworn
fealty to him, * persuading them that they were
faithful in infidelity, obedient in disobedience "—
says Paris caustically. His Holiness also wrote to
the German nobles and prelates to stir them up
against the Emperor.** In view of all this cult of

%9 Paris, 111., p. 38a. ® Ibid., L., pp- 44-45- ®: Jbid., p. 121.
# Jbid., p. 135. %3 Jbid., p. 130. “4 [bid., pp. 169, 239.
G
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perjury it can scarcely be surprising to find Paris—
after mentioning “a pious lie” told by a French
noble to the Sultan of Babylon—reporting that “ the
Saracen princes detested the deceit and falsehood of
the French ”; and that the Sultan of Damascus now
broke a treaty with the Christians, and made peace
with another Sultan against whom he and the Chris-
tians had been allied—*‘ having no faith in the words or
compacts of the Christians.” **

In 1241 we at last meet an example of the oppo-
site character : for Cardinal Otho kept his parole by
returning from Rome to the imperial prison, and thus
releasing the hostages whom he had given.”® In
1242, also, Louis IX.—one of those notable men who
are good and noble in the teeth of a demoralizing
religion—showed great fear of breaking the oath
which his father had sworn to restore the King of
England his rights; which oath his father, when
dying, had enjoined him to observe : whereupon one
of his nobles endeavoured to prove to him that the
English King had broken the counter-oath.?®” Qn
the other hand, in the same year, the Archbishop of
Cologne was taken prisoner when returning from
Rome in disguise, and was released after swearing
faithfully “never again to plot against or to injure the
Emperor. The Archbishop, however, ill kept his
oath.”** In the same year too Walter Bisett, having
foully murdered a number of people, was allowed by
the King of Scotland to leave the country after swear-
ing that he would go to the Holy Land and never
return : but, instead, he went to the King of England,
and laid a complaint against the Scotch monarch.?®

ws Ibid., p. 315. 6 Ibid., p. 388. *#7 Ibid., p. 416.
& lbid., p. 403. o 9 Ibid., p. 413. g



INFLUENCE OF RELIGION UPON TRUTHFULNESS 83

m— - = — o — E— ————  —

In 1244 we have another example of that pernicious
and demoralizing practice of proxy-swearing ; for
the King of Scotland caused sundry of his people to
swear on his soul (!) that he would observe the treaty
with England.” In the same year we find that
arch-perjurer Henry III. “ protesting with his usual
oath ”’;*** whereat his nobles complained that he had
broken his promises, “ paying no regard to the oath
he had taken.”?* Abroad too the Emperor retracted
the terms of his reconciliation with the Pope, although
of course he had sworn to observe them :*? and in
1245 the Pope in general council retaliated by
absolving everyone from his oath of allegiance to
the Emperor.”* The Pope also preached the seventh
crusade ; and, renewing Gregory's decree of 1234,
made the usual order that any crusaders bound by
oath to pay interest should be released by their
creditors.””> The frequent repetition of this infamous
papal decree must have greatly conduced to that
mutual confidence which is the basis and result of
commercial morality : but these were among the
varied means by which Christ’s vicars fought hard
through the centuries to destroy every safeguard of
morality, and to reduce Christendom to a level far
below that of the Pagan Norse pirates. Even sincere
Catholics could not but feel that the main props of
society were sapped by the papal cult of systematic
perjury ; and in 1246 the English Parliament, com-
plaining of the papal extortions and oppressions from
which this country suffered, declared mfer alia that
“it is oppressed by the reiterated appearance of that
infamous message nofwithstanding, by which the

w» Ibid., 11., p. 28 wt Ibid., p. 11.
w2 Jbid., p. 12, %3 Jbid., 1., p. 522.
"4 Jbid., 11, p. 8s. W5 [bid., p.
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religious bond of an oath, old customs, the strength
of the scriptures, the authority of grants and con-
cessions, and established laws and privileges, are
weakened and destroyed.”** These medieval Catholics
knew far better than the theorizing modern apologists
how much influence religion has upon the maintenance
of the plighted word : and still the tide of perjury
rolled on. In 1248 we find Henry III. blamed
because, “contrary to the first and chief oath which
he made at his coronation,” he impoverished the
bishoprics and abbacies, etc. :*7 and in 1249 we find
another example of systematic and deliberate training
in perjury afforded by the friars,*® who were accus-
tomed to preach the crusade, and confer the cross,
and immediately afterwards receive it back, and
release the recipient from his vow—for a sum of
money.*

Under the date of 1250 Paris again returns to the
well-worn theme of King Henry's perjury ; and tells
us that the Gascons had not allowed that monarch to
depart, until they “extorted from him a grant of
40,000 marks, for the fulfilment of which they also
forced from him his pledged word, his oath, and also
a charter.”* Since Henry proceeded to screw this
money out of the English prelates, I thought that I
had at last hit upon an instance in which, for some
reason, he did keep his oath: but unluckily 1
presently found Paris explaining that “he believed
that he could deceive them by such large promises ;
but the deceiver at last found himself caught in a
trap ; for the (Gascons, in proof of the transaction,

: Lbid., p. 149 _ 1 1bid., p. 256.
 There are various other instances of this proceeding in M.,
Paris, 8 1bid., p. 300. ¥ 1odd., p. 332.
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kept the sealed papers of the king.’'*** Perjury seems
to have run in the Angevin blood: for in 1251
the King's half-brother, Guy, arrived in England
penniless, and borrowed horses from the abbat of
Feversham, swearing that on reaching London he
would return them with thanks ; but, arrived there,
he kept the horses, and sent back the abbat’s servants
after “unmentionable insults,’ 3

In 1253 there were again complaints of Henry's
past and present perjuries:*3 but in that year he
most solemnly swore to the charters, and joined in a
frightful curse upon himself if he should break them.
Immediately afterwards, however, he, ‘“taking the
worst of advice, sought to invalidate all the aforesaid
proceedings. His friends said :—*‘ Do not trouble
yourself if you do incur this sentence: for one or
two hundred pounds the Pope will absolve you.’" 3
Accordingly Henry did not “scruple to violate many
of the conditions of the charters, for the observance
of which such an awful sentence had so recently been
pronounced : "5 and in the following year we are
again told that “he hesitated not to violate and
infringe them, believing that for a sum of money he
could obtain absolution for the transgression.”3®
Any comment whatever upon this aspect of religious
influence really seems superfluous ; for the bare facts
are in themselves the most significant and conclusive
moral : and we must heartily sympathise with Paris’s
quaint remark that “the prelates and nobles did not
know how to secure their Proteus, meaning the

¥t Jbid., p. 490.

¥ Jhid., p. 417. (In 1253 we hear of the perjury of Gaston of
Bearn—but apparently at some earlier date [/b:d., 111., p. 20]).

¥3 Jbid., 111., pp. 12, 13. ¥4 Jbid., pp. 26-27.

¥5 Jbid., pp. 29-30. ¥ [bid., p. 83.
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BN ... for in all his actions he exceeded the
bounds of truth: and where there is no truth, no
fixed and certain reliance can be placed.” 3%

In 1258 we have again a really appalling example
of the systematic and deliberate manner in which men
were educated and incited to perjury by religion : for
in this year a Minorite friar arrived in England with
extensive papal powers, of which Paris gives us the
following account:—“ His power indeed was such
that, as it was stated, he absolved the partizans of
the King, whoever they might be, when changing
their vows [to join the crusade], and when excom-
municated ; and even justified false-speakers and
perjurers : . consequence of which many assumed
boldness in sinning; for the facility of obtaining
pardon gave reason for sinning: but among wise and
prudent persons this only gave rise to ridicule and
derision.”?* I do not know whether this open white-
washing of perjury encouraged Henry; for indeed
he needed no encouragement or example : but in this
same year he again obtained papal absolution from
his oath to observe the ordinances:3 and naturally
there were again complaints of his frequent perjuries
and of the impossibility of keeping him to his word.3™
In 1260 again this miserable king, who “had sworn
inviolably to observe the provisions made at Oxford,
already repented having taken such an oath ; and,
fearing that he should incur the charge of perjury if
he did not observe them [!], sent privately to the
Pope, begging him to absolve him from his oath :
which favour he very easily obtained.”’* Prince

¥7 Ibid., p. 120. 38 Ibid., p. 271.

¥ Edwards, 11., p. cxiv. of Appendix (apparently from Barling's
Chronicle).

3¢ Paris, IIL, p. 279. Cf. Green’s Hist., 1., pp. 292, 293.
¥t Cf. Paris, 111., p. 333. gt :
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Edward, however, kept his oath, and therefore in 1261
joined de Montfort and the barons:** and Green
speaks enthusiastically of de Montfort’s unswerving
constancy to the oath which he had taken?®3—in
which connection, however, we cannot forget the
unpleasant episode already mentioned, which un-
happily prevents us from thinking of the great
reformer as a man who had never paltered with his
oath.? In 1262 Paris tells us that “the King, now
conceiving himself in security, determined openly to
withdraw from the oath he had made, as he was
absolved from it by the Pope”;*s and in 1263, after
Louis of France had arbitrated and decided against
the barons, “ many of the nobles perjured themselves,
and withdrew from their allegiance to the Earl of
Leicester.” ¥ Finally it would seem from the
Chronicler’s account as though several of those
who joined Edward after his escape in 1205 thereby
broke their oath to de Montfort."”

Here at last, then, we finish the long story of
English perjury during the reign of Henry III. ;
and at this point it may be remarked that Boccaccio,
who wrote nearly a hundred years after this time,
represents oaths as being held in great respect in
France at apparently this period :* but, as we have
already learned, the contemporary Saracen princes
found that Frenchmen of this age were embodiments

32 Jbid., pp- 336-337; Green's Hist., L., p. 204

33 Green's Hist., 1., p. 292. 34 Supra, p. 81.

s Paris, 111., p. 338. 3% Jbid., p. 339

31 Edwards, 1., p. 68.

¥8 Boccaccio, 1., pp. 23-24. (Boccaccio says that he is speaking
of the time of Charles Sansterre, brother to the King of France,
who came into Tuscany on the invitation of Pope Boniface. I have
assumed that he refers to Charles of Anjou; in which case the
period in question will be that of 1266-82 : but there is the difficulty
that there was no Pope Boniface at this time ! See infra p. 89.)
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of falsehood and perjury—the good King Louis, of
course, always excepted.

After such examples of perjury as I have recounted,
it can scarcely surprise us to learn that a deputation
of Florentine citizens, addressing the Signory in
1371 on the troubles of their city, remarked that,
““as the knowledge of religion and the fear of God
seem to be alike extinct, oaths and promises have
lost their validity and are kept as long as it is found
expedient: they are adopted only as a means of
deception ; and he 1s most applauded and respected
whose cunning 1s most efficient and secure.”?3? We
may certainly accept the Florentines’ testimony to
the uselessness of oaths in their time, while forming
our own opinion as to the cause of such perjury.
Upon this matter I have perhaps already spoken
sufficiently : but we may note as very significant,
and very characteristic of a century marked by the
upgrowth of the new papal system, that Aquinas,
the great Catholic doctor, who died in 1274, “pro-
nounces that, from the moment of the issue of an
authoritative excommunication against a sovrain,
he is deprived of the right to rule, and his subjects
are released from their oath of allegiance.”3* The
issue of such absolutions of subjects from their
allegiance was a very favourite trick with the popes :
and in 1282 we find Martin IV. excommunicating
Pedro of Aragon—for making war upon a fief of the
holy see—and absolving his subjects from their oath
of allegiance. There is—in a sense—some satis-
faction in learning that, through successive genera-
tions, the popes themselves suffered from the perjury

39 Machiavelli’'s Hist., p. 114. 3 Lane Poole, p. 241.
¥' Smith’s France, p. 176.
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in which they taught Christendom to indulge. They
had vainly compelled Otho 1V.*** and Frederic 11.3*
to promise that they would renounce those imperial
pretensions over which popes and emperors had
wrangled so long; for, as soon as those Christian
emperors had received the imperial crown in Rome,
they had renewed their pretensions in defiance of
their promises: and now the Emperor Rudolph,3*
who had similarly bound himself by the wusual
promise, attempted to revive the imperial authority
in Italy.?*> Rudolph himself, however, suffered
from the perjury of others; for, during the war
between him and Ottocar, the latter “bound himself
by oath to fulfil the Articles of the Peace,” but broke
faith immediately upon the departure of the imperial
ambassador.?® It would be amusing, were it not so
painful, to learn that Ottocar the perjurer also suffered
from perjury: for, when this war broke out, the
Archbishop of Salzburg, siding with Rudolph, had
absolved the people of his diocese from their oath of
allegiance to Ottocar.3*

Resuming again the strict chronological sequence,
we find that in 1282 the Welsh princes raided the
Marches, contrary to their oath;*** and that, after
Charles of Anjou, son of the ex-king of Sicily, had
been liberated from prison in 1288 on certain condi-
tions to which he swore, he went to Rome, where
Pope Nicholas absolved him from his oath to King
Alfonso, and crowned him King of Sicily. Milman
styled this act of the Pope’s ‘“the most monstrous
exercise of the absolving power which had ever been
advanced in the face of Christendom ”: but I should

¥ Reigned 1208-1215,. 323 1215-1246. ¥4 1273-1291.
#5 Coxe, 1., p. 43. ¥ Jbid., pp. 34-35 ¥7 Jbdd., p. 30.
3% Edwards, 1., p. 90.
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think that innumerable preceding examples are on
practically the same level.?*® The next pope, the
infamous«Boniface, absolved Baliol from his oath to
Edward ;3* and, having quarrelled with Albert, the
Emperor-elect,** he wrote to the ecclesiastical Electors
of Germany, absolving the vassals, subjects, and
Electors, of the Empire from their oaths to Albert.3*
Boniface similarly released the French from their
allegiance to Philip le Bel:3% but his quarrel with
that monarch happily ended in his own ruin and
death. I may conveniently mention here that Guido,
Earl of Flanders, was twice taken prisoner, notwith-
standing the promises of safe-conduct made to him
by this same Philip of France; and that ‘““ Albrecht,
Earl of Franconia, was betrayed by Otho, Bishop of
Maintz ; [and] John of Aragon was slain by Albertus
Bavarus, Earl of Hainault and Flanders, notwith-
standing he had given him a passport and engaged
his honour as a security for his person.’ 33

The reader will probably think that the repeated
exercise of the papal claim to absolve princes and
subjects and clerics and private persons from their
most solemn oaths and promises—a practice that had
now been in use for centuries, and the repetition of
which could usually be assured by the offer of a
sufficient bribe to the Pope, in cases where his own
private ambition or malice did not cause him to take

¥ Walsingham, 1., pp. 30-31. Commines, 11., p. g6. E, B.,
Nicholas V. (De Commines says that the arrangement with the
King of Aragon had been made through the Pope’s influence—a
statement which places the Pope’s perfidy in even a worse light !

Walsingham says that Charles owed his liberation to King Edward'’s
good offices.)

% Green's Hist., 1., p. 363. 33t Elected 1298,
3 Coxe, 1., p. 69 33 Howitt’s Pricft., p. 97.

™ Editor’s note to Commines, 1., p. 116. (I have not the exact
dates of these incidents,)
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the initiative—suffices amply to justify all that I have
said as to the direct, deliberate, and systematic,
demoralization of mankind by the Christian religion :
but the fact cannot be too strongly emphasized that
such papal procedure constituted only one among
several factors by which the cause of truth was
steadily depraved. The exaltation of grotesquely
superstitious rites as all-sufficient to wipe out any
sin ; the cult of relics, with their attendant impostures
of the most brazen impudence ; the dissemination of
lying legends of the saints; and the inculcation of
the supreme duty of blind faith ; all conspired most
powerfully to destroy the sense of truth: and, in
addition to all these factors, the standing procedure
of the ecclesiastical courts involved such an object-
lesson in the practice and glorification of deliberate
perjury as inevitably to render the oath a mere
laughing stock to mankind. As proof of this last
statement, let us hear Blackstone's account of the
procedure in these courts, and his remarks thereon.
After the conviction of a criminous clerk in the
King's court, the prisoner “was delivered over to
the ordinary to be dealt with according to the
ecclesiastical courts: whereupon the ordinary, not
satisfied with the proofs adduced in the profane
secular court, set himself formally to work to make
a purgation of the offender by a new canonical trial
—although he had previously been convicted by his
country or perhaps by his own confession. This trial
was held before the bishop in person or his deputy,
and by a jury of twelve clerks: and there first Zke
party himself was required lo make oalh of his own
innocence : next there was to be the oath of twelve
compurgators, who swore they believed he spoke the
truth : then witnesses were to be examined upon oath,

—




92 INFLUENCE OF RELIGION UPON TRUTHFULNESS

W mm ST L e O T e o BB e e e m— - —_— e ———— = - i _ = e —— — e —

but on behalf of the prisoner only: and lastly the
jury were to bring in their verdict upon oath, which
usually acquitted the prisoner...... A learned judge,
in the beginning of the last century,35 remarks with
much indignation the vast complication of perjury
and subornation of perjury in this solemn farce of a
mock trial—the witnesses, the compurgators, and the
jury, being all of them partakers in the guilt: the
delinquent party also, although convicted before on
the clearest evidence, and conscious of his own
offence, yet was permitted, and almost compelled, to
swear himself nol guilty: nor was the good Bishop
himself, under whose countenance this scene of
wickedness was daily transacted, by any means
exempt from a share of it...... This scandalous prosti-
tution of oaths and the forms of justice in the almost
constant acquittal of felonious clerks by purgation
was the occasion that, upon very heinous and
notorious circumstances of guilt, the temporal courts
would not trust the ordinary with the trial of the
offender, but delivered over to him the convicted
clerk absque purgatione facienda, etc.” 33

Leaving the reader to digest these facts, I will add
that Langland specifically charged pilgrimages also
with deteriorating the truthfulness of the pilgrims,

who
...... wenten forth in hire way with many wise tales,
And hadden leve to lyen all hire lif after.¥

Here too a word may be said about the systematic
and very deliberate perjury of which the Franciscan

35 Le., of the seventeenth century.

** Blackstone, IV., pp. 368 -3681. He is speaking specifically
of the general procedure after the time of Henry VIL.: but it is
obvious that the procedure of the ecclesiastical courts, when they
got the prison_e:.', must have been the same for centuries.

¥ E. B., Pilgrimage, p. 9.
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friars were guilty. “Every friar, on entry, swore
obedience to the Rule which contained these words
written by S. Francis and solemnly ratified by the
Pope : ‘I strictly command all my brethren to receive
in no wise either money or coin, whether directly or
through any third person.” The brethren were further
forbidden to possess houses of their own : and on his
deathbed the Saint solemnly laid it on their consciences
never to explain away these plain words, nor to obtain
papal letters of interpretation, whether directly or
indirectly. Each novice, as he was admitted, swore
obedience to this Rule; and received in return a
solemn and official assurance that by keeping it he
would earn eternal life.”” Notwithstanding these
solemn oaths, however, the friars soon began to
accumulate wealth and to purchase palatial buildings ;
and even so soon as in 1238, only twelve years after
Francis's death, accepted the gift of a palace from a
Moorish king: while “dozens of cases might be
quoted to show how rapidly and how completely
the Order disobeyed their master’s solemn precepts
on this point.” 38 Similarly too they utterly dis-
obeyed their Rule as to dress, and justified (sic)
this infraction by “appalling quibbles.” 3%

* * * *

Resuming our history at the beginning of the
fourteenth century, we find Edward I.—I am sorry
to say—applying to Pope Clement for absolution
from the oath, which he had unwillingly taken, to
observe the forest-charters, and thus—as Walsingham
bitterly remarks—*“ following the habit and caution
of his father, who, as often as necessity urged, readily

% Coulton’s Salimbene, pp. 312-313. 3% Jbid., p. 314.
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consented to swear that he would satisfy their
demands, and with the same facility would break
away whenever times were propitious to him, pre-
tending always that he had a papal absolution from
the oath which he had taken.” The facts in this case
are that in 1298, and again in 1305, Edward had been
forced to sign the forest-charters; and that in the
latter year he applied to the Pope for a dispensation
from his oath. Clement was particularly prompt in
gratifying so good a son of the Church : and “the
bulls were expedited before the end of the year. On
the twenty-ninth of December the King was released
from his oath; and on the first of January 1306 a
formal prohibition was issued, by which it was
decreed that no sentence of excommunication, sus-
pension, or interdict, should be issued against him
without special leave from the Pope.” The bull
absolving the King from his oath was publicly read
at St. Paul’s.3

Edward’s worthless son, as we all know, was soon
in conflict with his barons over his favourite Piers
(Gaveston : and it is evident that an oath had been
taken by Gaveston and the King that he should
remain away; for in 1309 the Bishop of Norwich
came to London from the papal curia with a bull
of absolution from this oath.?* In 1312 Gaveston at
last surrendered to the Earl of Pembroke, who swore
by the cross and the gospels to return him safe and
sound to his camp if he could not reconcile him with
the barons. Gaveston, however, was captured by
Gloucester ; whereupon Pembroke went to the latter,
and implored him to restore Gaveston safely : but

W Walsingham, 1., p. 110. Edwards, 1., pp. cv., cvi. of Introdn.;
and p. 146. Green’s Hist., 1., P. 395.
w Edwards, 1., p. 267.
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Gloucester flouted this proposal ; and Pembroke then
laid the affair before the University and burghers of
Oxford—both of whom declined to interfere. The
question now arises whether Pembroke was guilty of
complicity in Gaveston’s capture, and of hypocrisy in
his subsequent appeal—in short, of gross perjury.
One chronicler merely says that he was suspected by
some of being privy to the capture of Gaveston : but
de la Moore clearly charges him with perjury **—and
the morals of medievalism were such that it is usually
safe to hold that everyone was a perjurer whose
innocence is not clearly proved. In 1317 Edward 1L
applied to the Pope to absolve him from his oath to
keep the ordinances : but the Pope refused?*—surely,
however, not from any moral objection; for Pope
John was destitute of the slightest suspicion of
morality.

Meantime another dispute had arisen over the
imperial crown, which was claimed by Frederic of
Austria in 1314. Louis of Bavaria had engaged
himself to support Frederic's candidature: but the
opposition party, including the Archbishop of Maintz,
offered the crown to Louis himself ; “and, after some
difficulty, they overcame his scruples in regard to the
fulfilment of his promise to Frederic.” ** In the war
that ensued between Frederic and Louis, Frederic was
taken prisoner; but eventually he was liberated after
swearing to observe the Treaty of Trausnitz. “The
Pope dissolved the Treaty of Trausnitz as extorted by
force, and exhorted Frederic to re-assert his claims to
the imperial crown”: but for once the characteristic
perfidy and perjury of Christ’s viceregent were rebuked
by the noble conscientiousness and loyalty of a layman;

¥ fbid., 11., pp. 43, 178-179, 298. M3 Jbid., pp. 227-228.
¥ Coxe, 1., p. 87.
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for Frederic “observed a fidelity almost unparalleled
in the records of history, and, being unable to fulfil
the articles of the Treaty, again surrendered himself
a prisoner,’ 345

In 1324 the Scotch made certain proposals as
conditions of a general peace with the English,
which the latter rejected; but it was agreed that
the existing truce should be observed :3° and in 1340
it was stipulated by the Truce of Tournay, between
England and France, that prisoners of war should be
released on their oath to return to their prisons, if not
previously ransomed, in the event of the failure of the
truce ; and that, if any prisoner made default, his lord
should force him to return.?* Whether these two
examples should be considered as indications of a
somewhat higher standard of good faith, 1 do not
know—although the implication appears to me some-
what to the contrary : but in 1346 the French besieged
Aiguillon ; and John of France “ swore sacramentally ”
not to raise the siege until he had taken the town and
brought the garrison to an evil death—in spite of
which oath he abandoned the siege without taking
the town.?* Again in 1360 the French Regent and
the Black Prince both swore to the preliminaries of
peace on the host and the gospels ;3 and in 1361 the
treaty was similarly confirmed on the host and the
gospels with great solemnity :35° but in 1368, according
to the English account, the French treacherously
broke the peace.*® In 1362, moreover, the wool-staple
was moved to Calais, “ notwithstanding the oath of

#5 Ibid., pp. 97-98. 4 Edwards, 11., p. 278.

W1 Avesbury, p. 322. 3 Murimuth, p. 249.

# Walsingham, 1., p. 28q.

3% Ibid., pp. 294-295; Moberly, p. 29. Both kings, and twenty-
four French and twenty-seven English barons, took the same oath to
the treaty, 35t Walsingham, 1., pp. 306-307.
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the King and the other magnates of England”:3*
and in 1363 the Duke of Anjou broke his parole, and
joined the French army.?* These facts certainly do
not betoken any improvement in the morality of the
age : but, on the other hand, to the year 1364 belongs
the classic story of King John of France—a worthy
compeer of the Austrian Frederic—whose chivalrous
honour was such that he returned to England, and
surrendered himself prisoner again, because his son,
who was hostage for him, broke his parole and
escaped.’ John was a preux chevalier; and his
conduct notably exemplifies what chivalry had done
to educate the sense of truthfulness and fidelity
among some laymen, while popes and prelates,
priests and friars, were wallowing in perjury.

About a dozen years later the English Court was
the scene of some very scandalous perjury. The
Reform-party had succeeded in removing the King’s
mistress, Alice Perrers; who, in lieu of being exiled,
swore to keep away from the Court. The reformation
was short-lived, however ; and, “as soon as her friends
returned to power, she resumed her place by the
King. The bishops, who had undertaken in Parlia-
ment to excommunicate her if she broke her oath,
allowed her to return uncensured.’ 353

In 1378 the infamous Urban VI. became Pope.
He it was who, as head of the Church, “made a
solemn and generval declaration against keeping faith
with heretics.”?® Again we can set off the noble
fidelity of a layman against the perjury of Christ’s vice-
gerent ; for we read with pleasure that Rudolph I1V.3%

32 Jbid., p. 297. 33 Moberl }3 354 Smuth s France, p. 214
383 Trﬂu-_yau. PP 32-33; ﬂ,/ smgham, s P 3322 (Moherly
doubts the story IPlhe oath. —Moberly, p. 121.)
¥ Hallam'’s Medfsm I1., p. 297. 357 Reigned 1357-1394-
H
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‘¢ maintained with unshaken fidelity” his truce with
the Swiss.?® Then too there is the beautiful story of
the Count de Denia, who had been taken prisoner of
war by John Schakel. This latter was sent to the
Tower in 1379, because he refused to hand over his
captive to the higher powers ; whereupon Denia went
with him, disguised as his servant, and so assisted
him to maintain his rights. When the circumstances
became known, the English expressed great admira-
tion of Denia’s fidelity, and seem to have felt rather
ashamed of themselves: and Walsingham takes the
opportunity, while praising him, to hold him up as
an example to the English, whom he reproaches,
bidding them learn how noble is good faith and how
base are perfidy and treachery.’? On the other hand,
in the same year, Edmund Brunfelde, a monk of
Edmundsbury, who had been sent to Rome as proctor
of the abbey—after swearing on the sacrament that he
would never avail himself of the opportunity to obtain
any benefice of the abbey for himself, or to do any-
thing to the prejudice of the abbey—now, on the
death of the abbat, succeeded, by bribery and cor-
ruption in the curia, in obtaining the abbacy for
himself.?* In 1380 the Pope ordered an enquiry
into this business; whereupon Brunfelde’s advocate
brought forward a Cistercian monk and a priest, who
had lately come from England, and who swore before
the Pope that they knew for certain that Brunfelde
had been received into the King’s grace, and was in
high favour, and had been invested with the tem-
poralities, and that they had seen him riding through
London in great state as became an abbat. Of

3# Coxe, 1., p. 118, 3% Walsingham, 1., pp. 411, 412.
¥o Ibid., pp. 414-415.
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course their whole story was a parcel of lies.?*® The
oaths of priests and monks and abbats being of so
little value, we cannot wonder that, when in 1381 the
abbat of St. Albans offered to swear publicly to the
revolters upon the sacrament, whilst he was cele-
brating mass, that he knew nothing of the charter
which they declared to be in his keeping, they
replied that they would trust to no oath**—although
eventually they consented to let him take this oath if
he could not find the charter.’® So too the East
Anglian insurgents gave very little credit to the oath
of the monks of Edmundsbury :3* and the King, by
compelling all the Hertfordshire men between fifteen
and sixty years of age to swear that they would never
rise against his peace again,®® practically incited
a whole county to perjury. When the Duke of
Lancaster heard of the peasant-revolt, he hastened
to make a two years’ truce with the Scots before they
could getthe news. When the Scots learned the state
of affairs, they regretted having sworn to the truce,
but nevertheless offered Lancaster their assistance®
—a very honourable example of fidelity to an oath.

In 1383 the King admitted Tymworth to the abbey
of Bury in accordance with the papal provision,
although Tymworth, “a little before, had sworn that
he would never consent to enjoy the pastoral honour
unless the Pope would simply confirm his election "3
—1.e., would acknowledge the monks’ right of electing
an abbat, instead of appointing one himself. Again
in contrast to the churchman’s perjury we find that
the Scotch invaded England in 1388 as soon as the
truce was up."™

:: ﬁ:g.. L 4% :szﬁif:i' PP. 476-477. :j glfj-. P 43:_42
., 11, p. 4. id., p. 39 - PP- 4 .
27 Ib?d., p. 97. ¥8 Jbid., p. 175.
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The English record of the century closes in a cloud
of perjury: for in 1397 the King, “against the oath
which he had taken,” recalled the banished justiciars
from Ireland ;3% and, having ordered the primate to
absent himself from Parliament, and sworn to him
that nothing would be accepted to his prejudice, he
sentenced him to exile “against all justice.”3” It
was apparently in this same parliament that certain
abominable Acts were enacted, in defiance of the
statutes of a former and upright parliament: and
«these violent ordinances’—says Hallam—“as if
the precedent they were then overturning had not
shielded itself with the same sanction—were sworn to
by Parliament upon the cross of Canterbury, and
confirmed by a national oath, with the penalty of
excommunication denounced against its infringers.
Of those recorded to have bound themselves by this
adjuration to Richard, by far the greater part had
touched the same relics for Gloucester and Arundel
ten years before, and two years afterwards swore
allegiance to Henry of Lancaster.” 3"

On the Continent, in one of the incessant Italian
wars towards the close of the century, Carrara
surrendered Padua provisionally and on certain
terms to Dal Verme, who “swore on the sacrament
to observe these terms inviolably,” but immediately
took possession of the surrendered posts ‘“ with more
than six times the numbers that had been arranged
by the treaty.”*? Similarly Carrara senior, having
demanded a safe-conduct, was granted it by the
Chief Envoy Spineta, who “swore to observe its
conditions, as—we are told—he would have sworn

¥ Ibid., p. 222. 3 Jbid., p. 224.
“* Hallam’s Medism., 111., pp. 114-115, i

e Ven. llist, 1., p. 335
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to observe any others which might have been pro-
posed.” Of course the sworn safe-conduct was
broken.?73

Here we may pause for a moment to note two facts
which can be assigned to no specific year. In a
fourteenth-century manual for parish-priests, perjury
and false swearing are very properly condemned,
along with all other kinds of sin:¥* but in the
Canterbury Tales the scoundrelly pardoner—who is
drawn so faithfully to life—delivers a very hypocritical
rebuke of perjury.37s

VII.

The record of the fifteenth century shews no im-
provement, but repeats the same old story of incessant
perjury.

In 1403 the English ambassadors complained to the
Duke of Burgundy of breaches of the sworn truce by
the Duke of Orleans and the Count of S. Pol ;77° and
they similarly complained to the Flemish deputies
that the men of Flanders had broken their oaths by
seizing English property after swearing to abstain
from such acts:¥” whilst in 1404 the Lieutenant of
Calais complained of the sack of Plymouth, Jersey,
and Guernsey, by the French, in breach of the
sworn truce.’”® All such perjuries were, however, as
usually, eclipsed by the vicar of Christ: for in 1408
Pope Gregory, having taken a most solemn oath to
renounce the papacy if the anti-pope would do the
same, now broke his oath by throwing obstacles in
the way of the proposed pacification and reunion—

%3 Ibid., p. 373 74 Parish Priests, p. 27 ; el postea.
ws Chawcer, 11., pp. 95-95.

7% Henry 1V.'s Letters, 1., pp. 171-174.

371 lbid., pp. 178-179. 3% Jbid., p. 220.
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whereupon a cardinal went to England and France to
denounce the Pope’s bad faith.3”? It can hardly be
maintained that Henry V. advocated an excessive
penalty when, in his coronation-speech of 1413, he
denounced perjurers as worthy of death :3* for the
very basis of society was sapped through and through
by perjury; and it is difficult to believe that any
man could have trusted almost any other man’s word
or oath.

Soon afterwards we meet with one of the most
notorious examples of French perjury—although the
perjury in this case was no more flagrant than in
scores or hundreds of other cases which are less well
known. The Dukes of Orleans and Burgundy had
terminated their quarrel by a reconciliation, and had
sworn to terms of friendship; and, that their oaths
might be the more binding, they had, according to
the usual custom in such cases, taken the sacrament
together. “In the midst of this outward harmony
the Duke of Orleans was assassinated...... Burgundy
avowed and boasted of the crime.” 3

Shortly after this we come to some peculiarly
flagrant examples of perjury—and of perjury authori-
tatively approved. The Council of Constance sat
from 1414 to 1418 ; and Huss, the reformer, attended
it with a safe-conduct from the Emperor. Imme-
diately after his arrival he was treacherously arrested,
brought before the Council in chains, and condemned
by the Council—without a single dissenting voice—to
be burned. The Council endorsed and sanctioned
this execrable perjury by a solemn decree, declaring
that Huss’'s obstinate adherence to heresy rendered

% Walsingham, 11., p. 279. ¥ Redmayne, p. 1
#* Hallam’s Medism., 1., p. 96 kst
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him unworthy of any privilege, and that neither by
natural, divine, nor human, law ought any faith or
promise to be kept with him o the prejudice of the
Catholic religion.®® Now one such instance as this 1s,
for our purpose, worth hundreds of examples of perjury
by individual men. According to the Catholic creed,
the decisions of a General Council are infallible—
because the Holy Ghost is sitting thereat, and directs
the decisions : and here we find a General Council
explicitly deciding that, when perjury advances the
i terests of Catholicism, oaths shall be broken with
impunity ; while we see how continually throughout
history they have been broken. Alike then by
infallible precept and by very fallible practice does
not this religion stand condemned as a corrupter and
perverter of mankind’s regard for truthfulness and
fidelity to promises? There is a grim irony in the
fact that this Council of Constance condemned Wyclift
for asserting that ‘‘ oaths are unlawful which are
intended to strengthen human contracts and civil
intercourse ;'3 as if any moralist with his eyes open
could do otherwise than endeavour to sweep away
that custom of swearing which gave birth to end-
less perjury ! Moreover, it was this same infallible
Council that excommunicated Frederic of the Tyrol
—who had sided with the deposed pontiffi—and
absolved his subjects from their allegiance to
him :3 for to councils, popes, bishops, and priests,
oaths were only playthings—mere counters in the
game of worldliness !

Flagrant examples continue to attract our notice.
Thus in 1419 the Dauphin murdered the Duke of

# 7id., 1., p. 354. Coxe, L., p. 150. Draper's Devpmi., IL., pp.

100-101.
# Buckley, p. 326. #® Coxe, 1., p. 196.
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Burgundy, after swearing on the sacrament that he
should not be hurt.?® The murder of Huss was
followed by the Hussite wars, which eventually led in
1435 to an agreement between the Catholics and the
moderate Hussites : “ but this compact, though con-
cluded by the Council of Basel,”** was annulled by
the perfidy of Pope Eugenius IV.,*¥ who released
the Catholics from their oaths : and, at the suggestion
of the papal legate, the King endeavoured to restore
the Catholic worship and abrogate the toleration
granted to the Hussites. What rendered this perfidy
the more flagrant was that, after the confirmation of
the Compacts by the Council and the Pope, deputies
from the Council had attended the Bohemian Dietand
sworn to observe the Compacts.3*

Here is another example of Eugenius’s handiwork.
Piccinino had promised not to attack Francis Sforza,
who was now engaged in war against the Pope : but
Eugenius absolved him from his promise “on the
express ground that a treaty disadvantageous to the
Church ought not to be kept.” 3%

In 1436, by the death of the Countess Jacqueline,
her husband, Philip ke Good of Burgundy, became
sole ruler of the Netherlands. He had sworn to
maintain all the privileges and constitutions of the
Netherlands ; but, after Jacqueline’s death, he issued
a declaration stating that these were null and void
unless confirmed anew by him. “At a single blow
he thus severed the whole knot of pledges, oaths,
and other political complications, by which he had
entangled himself during his cautious advance to

¥ Walsingham, 11 386
! - P 330. Sat 1431—1443_
¥ Elect : _ :
W I::?.Ed 1431 ; deposed 1439 ; but re-entered Rome 1443 ; died

Coxe, 1., pp. 155-157. Hallam's M
¥ Hallam’'s Me .3""5[71” Pp- ;’!2,5297.2513#:, I M S
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power.” 3 Contrast with this the conduct of Albert V.
of Austria, who was elected King of Hungary in 1437
upon condition that he should never accept the
imperial crown. Immediately afterwards he was
elected Emperor, but declined the crown from regard
for his oath : the Hungarian States, however, liberated
him from his engagement; the Council of Basel
absolved him from his oath : and he was thus enabled
to accept the imperial dignity.3

In 1444 the war between Hungary and Turkey was
closed by a ten years’ truce, to the observance of
which King Ladislaus swore upon the Gospel, and
the Turks upon the Koran. Immediately following
upon this interchange of solemn pledges came the
news of Turkish reverses in other quarters; where-
upon the legate, Cardinal Julian, who had bitterly
resented the conclusion of the truce, urged Ladislaus
to break his oath, saying : “It is to your allies, your
God, and your fellow Christians, that you have
pledged your faith ; and that prior obligation annuls
a rash and sacrilegious oath to the enemies of Christ.
His vicar on earth is the Roman pontiff, without
whose sanction you can neither promise nor perform.
In his name I absolve your perjury and sanctify your
arms...... and, if still you have scruples, devolve on
my head the punishment and the sin.” The tempter
prevailed : Ladislaus broke his oath: and the result
on Varna's field was such as must cause satisfaction
to every honest man.’ This is how the Catholic

¥ Motley, 1., pp. 40-41. 9t Coxe, 1., pp. 162-163.

¥ Gibbon, VIL., pp. 272-273. “Aneas Sylvius lays this perfidy
on Pope Eugenius IV.,” and says that he wrote to the legate to
observe no treaty with the infidels, on which he should not have
been consulted. *“The words in italics (se conswlfo) are slipped in
to give a slight pretext for breaking the treaty.” Hallam’s Medism.,

1., p. 148 ; and ¢f p. 297.
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Church has steadily demoralised human nature, and
has trained Europe to perjury; and, as Gibbon says,
“the falsehood of Ladislaus to his word and his oath
was palliated by the religion of the times.” 3 Such
falsehood was very easily palliated without invoking
the principle that faith must not be kept with the
infidels : for, in connection with the history of this
fifteenth century, we are told that the constant
domestic quarrels of the Albanians could be sus-
pended neither by the claims of kinship, nor by the
pressure of necessity, nor by “the oaths which they
repeatedly pledged in the communion and before the
altar.”** On the other hand, it does one good to read
of that Federigo da Montefeltro, who became Duke
of Urbino in 1444 ; for he was a noble-minded and
tender-hearted gentleman, who, in addition to his
other virtues, was “true to his word in an age of
liars,” and even “refused to break his word with the
most faithless of his enemies.” To this may be added
that “he had also the honour of being excommuni-
cated by Pope Eugene IV. for adhering to an
unfortunate friend. s

Such a man, however, was a rare prodigy in this
age : and, for the rest, the sordid tale of perjury,
sanctified by religion, still goes on. In 1453
Gambacorti  was plotting a conspiracy against
Florence : and the Signory therefore sent ambas-
sadors to warn him. Gambacortj affected the
greatest astonishment, assured the ambassador with
solemn oaths that no such treacherous thought had
€ver entered his head ”; and hastened on the plot.3%®

In 1458 died Ladislaus Posthumus, King of

¥ Gibbon, VII., p. 273. ¥4 Ibid., p.
5 Editor’s note to Commines, 11., p- 30. S =
¥ Machiavelli's Hist., p. 294.
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Hungary, a most deeply religious and bigoted
man. On his death-bed “he underwent the cere-
monies of the Church; and, as a renunciation of
worldly vanities, ordered his golden locks, which he
cherished with extravagant fondness, to be cut off:
then, casting his eyes on the crucifix, he devoutly
repeated the Lord’s Prayer.” Now let us see how
this excellent Catholic had kept his oaths. In 1457
he solemnly promised his favour and protection to
the sons of the great Hungarian leader Hunniades,”
and ‘“sanctified these promises by the reception of the
sacrament : ' but shortly afterwards he treacherously
arrested them, and caused the elder to be beheaded.*
Yet some people are angry with those who deny that
a religious education is the only, and an adequate,
safeguard of morality.

In 1458, too, Zneas Sylvius became Pope under
the title of Pius II., and at once took up the record of
papal perjury. He it was who, as legate from the
Council of Basel, had presided over the establish-
ment of those Compacts which closed the Hussite
wars in Bohemia, and which the Council of Basel
and Pope Eugenius had confirmed—although that
Pope had characteristically broken faith at once.
Now, however, instead of repeating the confirmation,
Pius at once set about destroying these solemn
pledges: and “almost the first act of his reign was
accordingly directed to abolish the Calixtin tenets in
Bohemia, and to restore the pristine doctrines of the
Catholic Church.” The new king, George Podiebrad,
being hardly pressed by Catholics to annul the
Compacts, or to obtain a new ratification thereof from
the Pope, “sent an embassy to Rome requesting a

¥ Who died in 1455, ¥ Coxe, L., p. 186. Cf. pp. 184-185.
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confirmation of the Compacis : but Pius, under the
pretence that the Compacts gave occasion to heresy,
refused his ratification ”’; and sent his legate to Prague
to persuade the King into a breach of the Compacts.
Once again the honour of a layman rebuked the per-
fidy of a pope: the King rejected the perfidious counsel,
and, being insulted by the legate, imprisoned him on
bread and water : whereupon the Pope annulled the
Compacts and excommunicated the King.3%

We must now turn our attention to Western
Europe, where perjury was still as rife as in the
South. In 1460 the Duke of York formally claimed
the crown of England, and pleaded that neither Acts
of Parliament nor oaths could invalidate his hereditary
title : #* and in 1464—of course, “regardless of his
oath "—Ferdinand of Naples threw his son-in-law,
the Prince of Rosario, into prison and detained him
there for twenty-two years*'—but, since de Commines
denounces Ferdinand as an irreligious villain,+?
perhaps we must not lay any stress on this example
of perjury in the count against religion. On the
other hand, since in 1465 we find the French offering
to despatch commissioners to Burgundy, provided
that passports were furnished ;*3 and since about this
period we find various other examples of reliance
upon such passports or safe-conducts ;** we must
suppose that these secular safeguards were respected
reasonably often. Of the general prevalence of
perjury, however, and of the general distrust of
oaths, and especially of the influence of Christ's
vicar upon the regard for the most solemnly sworn
compacts, no more striking evidence could be found

% 1bid., pp. 245-246. @ Green’s Hist., 11., p. 553.
:' Commines, LL, p. 150, and Editor’s note., w02 jbf&*p: Fﬁ 152.
¥ Troyes, p. 317. ¥4 Comntines, passim.
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than the fact that, in the treaty of 1465 between
Louis XI. and his revolted vassals, the penultimate
article stipulated that “both parties shall swear a
promise that they will not seek for a dispensation of
their said oaths and promises.” s Nothing could more
clearly demonstrate how completely Europe had been
demoralized, all confidence in the most solemn oaths
shaken, and all trust between man and man destroyed,
by the Church’s practice of dispensing men from their
sworn agreements: and it is difficult to believe that
any agent more potent than the Catholic Church for
educating mankind to perjury, and destroying the
very sense of truth, has ever existed. How utterly
every prince distrusted every other, and how useless
were all oaths of safety, is suggested, moreover, by the
practice, so common at this time, of arranging that
princes, who met to discuss terms of peace, should
be placed one on each side of an impassable barrier
upon a bridge—various examples of which dignified
arrangement are quoted by de Commines. Princes,
who adopted this method of safeguarding themselves
from one another’s treachery, may have taken warning
from the fate of any one of a whole series of victims
who had been assassinated while they were discussing
the terms of a treaty :*° and de Commines, who lived
in these treacherous times, remarks that “it is the
highest act of imprudence for any prince to put
himself into the power of another, especially if they
D8 at war;...... for history shows...... the frauds, arti-
fices, and perjuries, wherewith they have inveigled,

s Jbid., 1., pp. 82-83.

ws Ibid., 1., Editor’s note to p. 115 for a series of such examples
—all without dates. The Editor adds that it would be endless to
reckon up all the villainous and barbarous murders that have been
committed at these interviews between great princes ": but half-a-
dozen dates would have been worth far more than this generality.
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imprisoned, and killed, such as, relying upon the
honour of their enemies, have put themselves into
their hands. I do not say "—continues de Commines
—“that eveérybody has met with such treacherous
dealings: but one example is sufficient to make
many people more wise...... Our age is impaired......
and, as our bodies are degenerated and grown weaker,
so i1s our faith and fidelity towards one another—
especially among princes.”*? On the other hand,
as already mentioned, since this writer so frequently
speaks of passports and safe-conducts being granted,
we may suppose that these were usually respected.

In 1468 Louis XI. paid that celebrated visit to
Charles of Burgundy at Peronne, with which Scott’s
Quentin Durward has made all of us familiar: and
immediately after his arrival came the news of that
insurrection of the Liégois against Charles, which
Louis had been inciting, but which he by no means
intended should occur at so fatally inopportune a
moment. De Commines says that during two or
three generations the Liégois had never kept any
promise, nor observed any peace that they made ; and
that by now the Duke of Burgundy had made peace
with them five times ; and each time they had broken
the peace the following year.#® This last insurrection
so infuriated the Duke that it nearly cost Louis his
life : and he had to swear upon the cross of S. Lo—a
celebrated relic, for which he was known to entertain
the most superstitious respect—to the terms which
Charles dictated.

The course of our chronology now takes us back
to Bohemia and Hungary, which were very happy

7 Tbid., pp. 115-116.,

8 Ibid., p. 161. See also pp. f -
treaties byl:he Lidgois. PP- 90 and 93 for previous breaches of
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hunting grounds for the papacy. In 1466, Matthias,
King of Hungary, having invaded Bohemia in con-
sequence of the religious wars provoked by the Pope,
an armistice was eventually concluded, and a treaty
of peace agreed to : “but Matthias, influenced by the
perfidious maxim that no faith should be kept with
heretics, was persuaded by the papal legate to resume
hostilities.”*? Merely noting that in 1470 Neville,
Marquis Montagu, who had sworn fealty to Edward
IV., treacherously entered into a conspiracy to seize
the King,*° we may return to that rascally but
humorous monarch Louis XI., of whom we are told
that he was “seldom restrained by superstition from
any crime,” except “ when he swore by the cross of
S. L4, after which he feared to violate his oath.” "
That he did indeed respect this particular oath we
learn too from his letter of 13th November, 1472,
wherein he writes—“1 have sworn to M. de Lescun,
on the true cross of S. Lo, that he may come to
me in safety ; wherefore I beseech you to set no
ambushes ; for I would not wish to be in danger on
account of breaking that oath !+

In what manner, however, Louis’s regard for this
special oath affected his conduct is evidenced by his
answer to the Constable of France in 1475 : for, when
that worthy required Louis to swear upon the cross
of S. L6 to do him no harm, “ the King replied that
he would never take that oath again for any man
whatever : but let him propose any other, and he
would take it.”+3 This exactly recalls the conduct of
the Hindus with regard to their sacred banyan-tree.

9 Coxe, 1., p. 247. _

#° Croyland, p. 462. (This was when Neville heard that his brother,
the King-Maker, had returned.)

4 Hallam's Medism., L., p. 134.

2 Commines, 1., Editor’s note to p. 255. é3 Jbid., p. 255.
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I should add that this Constable of France—the
Count of S. Paul—had played so fast and loose with
both Louis and Charles that at last these two enemies
agreed upon his destruction: so in 1475 Charles
seized the Constable, “ contrary to his solemn promise
and engagement, delivered him to the King to be put
to death, and sent all his letters and contracts to serve
as an evidence against him at his trial.”+* De
Commines remarks upon this treachery that, though
Charles had just reason to hate this Count and seek
his death, “yet he should have done it without breaking
his faith : nor can all the reasons that could be alleged
in this case extenuate the crime, or cover the dis-
honour that will always be a stain and a blot on the
Duke's character.”+s From this we may conclude—
as from other evidence—that the morality of de
Commines was somewhat in advance of that of his
age—which indeed must have been very bad indeed
when such a writer, whilst admitting the repeated
attempts of Louis and Charles to over-reach and
circumvent one another, should yet maintain that
they were noble and conspicuous examples by com-
parison with other European rulers!”+® 1 should
mention, in this connection, that in this same year
1475 occurred that interview at Picquigny between
the Frenchman and Edward IV. of England, of
which de Commines says that “scarce anything was
performed that was promised there ; but all the whole
business was hypocrisy and dissimulation.” #7 In the
same year the Duke of Burgundy broke a truce immedi-
ately after he had made it.#®* Can we wonder then,
after so many examples of perjury and treachery, that
Machiavelli, writing of the year 1480, and summing

Y4 Jbid., p. 327. 45 Ibid., p. 327. 416 Ihid., p. 213.
¥7 Ibid., p. 126 ; and ¢f. 1L, p. 7. e R Trnyesl':: p- 376-
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up the reasons which induced a certain Italian prince
to observe the conditions of a treaty, added—* It
is thus evident that force and necessity, not deeds
and obligations, induce princes to keep faith.”+?
Louis, however, in restoring certain towns in accord-
ance with the Treaty of Treves signed in 1478, told
de Commines that he had two reasons for surrendering
these towns—one being that ‘“ there had been solemn
oaths and great confederacies between the Emperors
and the Kings of France not to invade or usurp upon
one another’s dominions :”+* but it were absurd to
suppose that a mere regard for such oaths would
have influenced Louis had not prudence dictated the
same course.

In 1483, as we all know, Richard III. first swore
fealty to Edward V.—in fact, took the lead in doing
so—and then usurped the crown.*' The garrison of
Calais had similarly taken the oath: but Richard
sent instructions through Lord Mountjoy that, as the
oath had been taken in ignorance of his own good
title to the crown, they were bound to disregard it and
swear allegiance to him. He added that the same
oath to Edward had similarly been taken by many
persons in England—which means, 1 suppose, and
similarly broken.**

In 1488 Maximilian—who subsequently became
Emperor—was in sore straits with his new Flemish

#9 Machiavelli's Hist., p. 381. Besides the examples noted in the
text, the reader may find other instances of breaches of treaties
and promises by Louis in 1469 and 1470; by Charles in 1472; by
both French and Burgundians in 1475; by the Duke of Milan in
1476 ; by Descordes and also by the French in 1477—in Commines,
I., pp. 164 and 169 ; 215, 244, and 295-296; 309; 361 and 364: also
examples of the observance of treaties in 1474 by Burgundy, and
by Louis and his sister—in did., pp. 236 and 320.

& Commines, 11., p. 18. @1 Ibid., p. 63; Croyland, p. 486,

= Richd. and Hy., L., pp. xxi. and 11.
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subjects ; and, in order to escape from his captors, he
made terms with them, and publicly “ swore to their
observance on the consecrated host, the gospel, and
the relics of the saints, which were placed on the
altar.” He swore also to dismiss all his foreign
troops within four days: and, after giving hostages
for his fidelity, he was set at liberty : but “ what”—
asks Motley—*“are oaths and hostages when preroga-
tive and the people are contending?” In a sense
Maximilian kept the letter of his oath; but to all
intents and purposes this solemn oath might as well
have never been taken. His father, the Emperor
Frederic, and the States of the Empire, annulled his
oath : Frederic sent him an army: “the oaths are
broken ; the hostages left to their fate ”: and Maxi-
milian obtained absolute dominion over the Nether-
lands. “ Step by step he had trampled out the liberties
which his wife and himself had sworn to protect.’ 3
About 1494 we find Sir Piers Butler complaining
to the Earl of Ormond that Sir James Ormond had
imprisoned him contrary to his oath on “the holy
cross and other great relics, upon surety whereof I
then came to him :”+* but just at this time Italy was
the great theatre of perjury. In 1494 Charles VIII.
of France entered Florence, where he swore upon the
altar to restore to the Florentines, within a few
months, all the towns which they had put into his
possession ; and at Asti he repeated this oath : but—
as de Commines drily remarks—* matters happened
otherwise ”’; and indeed Charles promised the Pisans
to liberate them from Florence, although this promise
was a violation of his solemn oath to the Florentines. s

3 Coxe, 1., p. 262 ; Motley, 1., p. s51.
¥4 Richd. and Hy., 11., p. xli. of Introdn.

¥ Commines, 11., pp. 144 and 258 ; Roscoe, 1., pp. 101, 107, 130.
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The latter sent Savonarola to him—hoping that the
preacher’s influence might prevail, and secure the
return of Pisa and the other towns according to his
oath. “The persuasions of Savonarola were accom-
panied by threats and denunciations that, if the King
violated the oath, which he had sworn with his hand
on the evangelists and in the sight of God, he would
incur the wrath of Heaven, and meet with a merited
punishment: but these representations...... seem to
have been little regarded by Charles, who at some
times undertook to restore the places, and at others
alleged that, prior to his oath, he had promised the
citizens of Pisa to maintain their liberty—thus availing
himself of the inconsistent engagements made with
each of the contending parties to frustrate the requisi-
tions of both,” +*

Charles was, however, no worse than the Italians :
for in 1495 the Milanese ambassadors, when charged
by de Commines with intriguing against the French,
“swore...... with many imprecations, that they had
no such thoughts: but they did but equivocate
for they came thither on purpose to negotiate this
alliance ;"*7 and the Duke of Milan himself, after
swearing toa treaty with the French,*® sent assistance
to their enemies.*® In this year too Ferdinand the
Catholic, of Aragon, sent a powerful army to attack the
French when the latter seized Naples ; although pre-
viously “he had indeed engaged by a solemn oath
not to interfere in this contest : but, on examining the
purport of this engagement, it was discovered that it
contained a reservation of the rights of the Church,
which it<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>