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Freface

The purpose of this dissertation is to examine the circunstances
under which Dryden's conversion wes mede, in order to come to sane defe
inite conclusion es to the motives which prompted him, and the sincerity
of the experience which prompted his conversion to the Catholiec Church,
This will involve a study of Dryden's politico-religious poems, "Re=
ligio Laici,"” end "The Hind end the Fanther.,® For an interpretation of
these two cricial poems is an essential part of eny attempt to discover
the nature and wlue of Dryden's religious thought,

The subject of Dryden's religious sincerity hes been studied by
many writers end scholers to date, end this peper undertekes, s a ne-
cessary preliminary, a detailed outline of their works, Among the eerly
critics I have referred to Johnson, Scott, iacaulesy, Christie, Saintsbury
and Verrel; and among the later crities to Lark Van Doven and L,I, Bred-

vold, I am perticularly indebted to L,I. Bredvold's Intellectusl Milisu

of John Dryden for information conserning Dryden's politicel and philosophe

ical thought,

From the Restorstion forward, Dryden moved steadily in one direction,
and that wes towasrds euthoritarienism in politics and religion. There=
fore, this study of his conversion 1s coneerned with those political and
philosophicel ideass which led him to seek an infallible church,

I wish to make grateful ecknowledgnent to the graduste faculty of the
English Depsrtment, end in perticular to Dre. Anders Orbeck and Dre A.J.M,

Smith, for their kind assistance in the preparstion snd finsl presentee

tion of this thesis,
E., ¥, B,

Best Lensing, Michigen
April 30, 1949



I
Introduction

1.

John Dryden became Catholic in 1686, He was severely criticised by
his contemporaries, end since that tine he has hed meny critics who have
accused him of insincerity, tis religious idezs are inportent in con=
sidering his poetry; for the value of a poem like "The Hind and the Pan=
ther™ is lessened if the suthor wes writing without sincere ccnviction,
In tracing the poet's idees which led to his conversion, it is probably
best to begin with his childhood snd Furitan surroundings.

Dryden was born in 1631 et Aldwinkle in Northamptonshire, His moe
ther's fewmlly, the Fickerings, had been staunch Puritans from the time of
Jemes I, as were his father's family, #e have no informeation concerning
Dryden's childhood, either from himself or others, ﬁ

The first records of his educat ion are as & King's scholur at weste
minster under Richard Busby., Although Busby wes a Royalist, he was re-
tained &8s hesdnaster of Westminster during the Commonvealth beceuse of his
excellent qualities es a teacher.l Dryden received his foundation in the
classics from Busby, snd he always wrote of this teacher with kindly ree-
apect.z

In 1650 Dryden euntered Cawbridge where he remained until 1657, Here
he continued his study of the classics, particulerly the Romen clussics,

which he had degun et Xestminster, We heve little informution recerding his

1. George Saintsbury, Dryden (London, 1930), ppe l=5.

2. Scott=Seintsbury, The Works of John Dryden (kdinburgh, 1882), Vol, XVIII,
Ppe 99102,




university life, but Churton Collins hsd this to ssy of Dryden's ecedem=

1o life:
Like Milton before, and like Gray, vordsworth, end Coleridge

after him, he appears to have had no respect for his teachers,

and to have teken his education into his own hends,l

In 1657 Dryden went to London where he was in the serwice of his cou-
sin, Sir Gilbert Pickering, Sir Gilbert Pickering (1613-1668) had been in
the Short Parliament of 1640, end thrcughout the Long Perliament he repre-
sented the county of Northempton, It was said thet he was a zezlous Pure
iten baving been a Presbyterien, an Independent, a Brownist end finaslly an
Apabeptist, Apperently Fickering wes enthusiastioc in his service to the
Commonwealth, He sat &s one of the judges in the trial of Charles I, but
he 4id not sign the death warrent, He wes a member of five councils of
state and of an ermy council, besides being & member of three Commonweslth
Parliements, In 1655 he was appointed to a committee for the sdvencement
of trade, and in 1657 he was mede lord chemberlein to Cromwell., It was
when he received the office of lord chamberlein thset John Dryden probably
served as his aecrotary.2 Thus Shedwell in "The Medal of John Bayes™
taunted Dryden beceuse of his Puriten connections:

The next step of mdvancement you began, was being elerk to'
Noll's lord chanberlasin, @& sequestrator and committee man,

8ir Gilbert was not in a position to do much for his reletive even if
he hed wished to, for Cromwell died in 1658, end the Commonweslth had not

long to live, Dryden commemoreted Cromwell's dsath by writing the "Stanzas

1, Churton Collins, The Satires of Dryden (London, 1936), p. xi.

2, Leslie Stephen, Dictionery of Netionsl Biography, Vol, XLV, p. 242,
3. Scott=Saintsbury, I, p. 34, Op. cit.



on the Death of Cromwell,® This wes his first importznt work ss & poet,
Shortly efterwerds he wrote "Astreea RKedux"™ to celebrate Cherles'! restore
ation,

After 1661 Dryden did hsck work for tierringisn, the bookseller,
Then he equired the patronage of Sir Robert Howard whose sister he mare
ried in 1663, He was elected to the Royal society in 1662, and wrote
his "Epistle to Dr, Walter Chesrleton®™ for the occaaion.1

ilowever, after 1661, Dryden's nain source of income wes the theatre,
e end Sir Robert Howard e¢ollaboreted in several plays, one of the best

being The Ind ian {ueen presented in 1664, The Indien {ueen was followed

by The Ind len Emporer which was one of Dryden's first plsys to ettain

popular approvwel, 7The theetres were closed during the yeur of 1666 as
London suffered the great fire snd England was enguged in & wer with Hole
lend, Dryden commemorsted the events of that year with the poem “Annus
Lu.rebui.ls."2

In 1668 Dryden wrote his "Essay of Draematic Poesy™ which did much to
raise his reputetion es e writer, About this same time Dryden fcrmed an
agreement, with the King's Theatre in which he egreed to write three plays
e yoer, This contract kept him applied to writing pleys until 1682.3

In 1670 Dryden received the post of roet lesurseate, Iie was now a

pert of the count circle, having for his friends such nobles as Depset,

1, Saintsbury, Dryden,op. cit., p. 28,
2, Ibid., Ppe 29-33,

3, Ibid,, pp. 38=67,



Etherage, Mulgrave andincheatar.1
The political excitement stirred up by the Popist rlot occured in

1678, In the four following years Shaftesbury had incited the Txclusion
measure, Dryden turned from druma to begin writing his important satires,
In November of 1681 "Absalom end Aghitophel®™ anvezred chempioning the
ning's czuse agninst the Fxclusionists, After chaftesbury's aguittal
Dryden continued the stteck with "The iledel,® Then in 1682 the second
part of "Absalom and Alhitophel"appeared, and several weeks later, "Re=~
ligio ladici,” From "Religio laici™ it is e short step to "The Hind end
the Penther,” These last three poems heve a ccmbined politiczlereligious

irportsnse in Dryden's thought ¢&

1, Ibid., p. 68,

2. Ibida’ ppo 73‘930
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Before tracing the development of Drydent's thoucht in reletion to
his conversion, it is necessary to review the ezsrly and modern criticism
of hie conversion, This subject, Dryden's conversion, hes been treated
by writers with viewpoints ranging from hsrsh reprosch to symputhetic
apology. The early criticisms bssed@ upon political prejudices were of-
ten inclined to degrade the writer, %odern scholership with the aid of
hindsight does Dryden more Justice,

Dr, Johrson's "Life of Dryden,” was written in 1779, In it Johne
son mede allowence for the poet's religious sincerity, but he passed
over the apostasy as not huving too much importance, Johnson s:w noth=
ing discrediteble in Dryden's apparent political ckanges, Il noted thst
if Dryden changed his politicel beliefs, be chunged with the nation.l

Johnson, for whom Catholicism hed no sttraction, seems to have felt
that Dryden was & terget for ambitious priests, Kot having eny definite
religious convictions, end teing constently epplied in more worldly pur-
suits, the poet wes 11l ecuipred to cortend with the ekillful Jesuits.2
Undoubtedly Cetholic propasgunda was well orgeunised und wide=-spresd at
the accession of James II, Yet Johnson recognised thet any convension
at that edventegeous tizie was subject to cuestioning, but & man's sincer-
ity wes not necessarily to be oppugned for thut rssson. pesides, Johnson
wes not inclined to pess judgement on this pointt

I sm willing to believe thut Lryden, having employed his
his mind, active es it was, upon different studies, and

1. A, Milmes, Johnson, Select ¥orks (Oxford, 1885), pp. 2=5,

2 _;Q_j_-_c_l_o. PPe 36«37,



filled it, capacious es it was, with other materials,

oceme unprovided to the controversy, snd wunted rether

8kill to discover the right than virtue to maintain it,

But enquiries into the heurt are not for menj; we must

now leave him to his judge.

Johnson disregnrded the concamltant hardships of Dryden's feith afe
ter the deposition of James II as proof of the poet's sincerity, Inured
to & precarious financial status himself, Jonnson felt thet Dryden wes
too fond of causeless complaints, After ell, at the leoss of the laureate,
Dryden was supnosed to hsve received & compensaticn of £100 a yezr from
Lord Dorset, BHe should huve been greteful for thet, for while pleying
the sycophent to Jumes, he received only a miserly compensetions =

Scott's 1ife of Dryden wae publisned in 1308, Scott wes & literary
man and & Tory, and becmuse of this Maceuley, leter, uccused Scott of
being biszsed in favor of Dryden.s In regerrd to Dryden's politicel align-
mente, Scott felt that Dryden might bave been influenced by literary ome
bitions, #ith the restorstion he hed en spportunity to use hic poetical
talenta in & way which would have been imposeible while under the petrone-
are of his Puritan relatives and the Commonwealth, In order to gzin proe-
minence any writer had to bte emonz the courtly circle, so Dryden found it
propitious to beccme a meuwber of thut group.4

Although Dryden'’s ectivity sud temperameat were not compatible with

religious speculation, Scott felt thzt disaprointment and age mey have,

1, Ibid., pe 37,
2, Ibide, Do 42

3, Mecaulsy, History of Zn:lernd (London, 1946), Vol, I, p. 653

4, Scott-Seintsbury, I, pp. 42-48,



however, prompted such thoughts; for "Religio Leisi," es he says, "evine
ces that, previous to comﬁosing thet poem, the author hed bestoaed serie
ous ccnsiderstion upon the important subjects of which it trehts."l
Scott aleo saw the roliticel tendency of the poem vhich wes evident in
the defence of the stete church sgoeinst the snarchy cf the sectzries,2

Scott sumnmed up his defense of Dryden's conversion in this woys

Dryden d4id not, therefore, excent in outward profession,
abandon the shurch of fnzglend for that of Rome, but was cone
verted to the Catholie faith from a stete of intridelity, or
rether of Pyrrhonism .. Dryden's sincere aquiescence in the
abstruse points of Christianity did not long precede his ae
doption of Rouan faith,®

Bredvold hes pointed out that Scott in sperking of Fyrrhonism or philoso-
phicel skepticism, failed to distinguish it from religious skepticism or
freethinking, Dryden's skepticism led him to seek euthority in religion,
end therefore was enti-rationalistic, but not freethinking,*

Finally Scott believed that Dryden could have reguined his post as
laureate under William if he had been willing to recent, Later Christie
opposed this view, but Scott pointed out that meny Tory notles znd Lord
Doxset zmong the %hiss, were friends of Dryden, showing taect his religion
had not ostrscized him, Furthermore, it must be remexbered that religi-
ous aposteey in Dryden's circle wes commonplece, ernd prcbzbly in most

cases it wes regerded &s expedicnt.5

1., Ibia. » Po 2576
2. lbido [ pp. 257"2:)8.
3. Ibid.. Pe 265.

4, L.I, Bredvold, Intellectusl ¥ilieu of John Dryden (Ann Arbor, 1934), p. 121,

S« Scott-Saintsbury, I, p. 263,



Lord kacauley, writing in 1848, had nothing good to ssy of Dryden's
character and converaion.l But Mecsuley's views of Dryden, =nd on Dry-
den's age, are alweys reflected uron & ¢higmich gless, consequently the

appesrence of many geventeenth century theolorical end political ideas
ere unattractive, Dryden's literary servility, & regretteble condition
of that period, influenced the poet's political end theologicel decisions,
¥ucaulay, believing that nll men ere formed by their eze, conszidered Drye-
den ss a most notorious sand completed product of the seventeenth century:
Amidst the erowd of euthor8 . who, during the earlier

years of Charles the lecond, counted notoriety by every

speclies of absurdity and affectation, he spoedily becuile

conspicuous 4¢ On 00 man did the age exercise so nuch

influence, <
From Yzceuley's viewpoint, Dryden appesrs to heve been & helpless victim
in the meélstrom of seventeenth century Torylem and litersry pstronuse,.
keceulsy steted bluntly thet Lryden wes wholly unprepared to dispute on
politieal snéd theologicel questions, thereby removing eny responsible
value to his decisions on these sutjects] According to kncaulay, then,
Dryden's conversion was prompted only because of sn added pensicn of 100
e year from James,

"Finding thut, if he continued to c¢s1ll hinself u Protestunt, his ser=-
vices would be overlooked, he declsred himsclf a fapist.“s

This ia the frenkest, boldest and most barefuced etetement impugne
ing Dryden's good faith that any historien or critic hss dared to muke,

ILetsr authorities proved that Dryden never received &n emolument upon

his conversion, but thut this wes merely a renewrl of his former pension

1, Macaulay, History of England. Vol I,op, cit., p. 658,

2. Ledy Trevelyen, Liscellansous korks of Lord Mscsulsy, Vol, I,(ilew York,
1880), p. 132,

3. Macaulay, op. cit., p. 658.







and 8 payment of pensions in arresr, Indeed the work of modern critics
and historiasns has been concerned with ebsolving Dryden of this charge,
After Lncaulay's criticism of Dryden came W.D. Christie's edition
of the poems, 7This wes introduced by a memoir, end wes published in
1870, Christie, like kscaulay, wus a Lhig end biased in his interpreta-
tion of Dryden's political views: he could see no consistency in Dry-
den's politicel elignments, lie wis also partial in his praise of Shaftes-
bury; and his sympethies were with Shaftesbury et the outset, rathner then
with Dryden., Christiets attack on Dryden's cherscter wes Victorisn in
the worst sense of that word, The imputed wickedness of the poet, based
upon such flimsy evidence &s Uryden'g having tea with a certain actress,
ceused Christie to remerk thet "Dryden was a libertino,"l Thece sttacks
on Dryden'’s character were justly rebuffed by professor Seintsbury, end
are entirely irrelevent in deducing the poet's religious sincerity.2
Christie, to sane extent, did recognize the unity of political and
theological ide=s, edmitting that it wes not unususl for the author of
"Absalom end Achitophel® to later write "Religio laici."> Yet while ae-
eepting Uryden's independent spirit, he felt thet Dryden wrote "Absalom
and Achitophel®™ in order to recompense for his enti-papist pley, The Spen-
ish Friar, and to procure further aid from the king, thus ensbling him

to devote time to en epic poem.* In the lutter ettanpt, if such it was,

1, Itid., p. xxiv,
2, Seintstury, Uryden, op. cit., prp. 178«1l81,
3. Christie, op, cite., P. Lig,

4. Ibido. PPe Uiii-n:lv.
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he never succeeded,

Christie rendily conseded that Dryden would never have chungsed his
religion for a mere pension of & 100 a year from James 1I, but he zdds,
"Dryden's life wes a perpetusl struszgle for income; end his chtructer
and career do not oppose the notion which the time of his conversion suge
gests, thoet his beccming a Roman Catholic wus in a great nieasure & move=

ment of calculated axpediency."1

He explained Dryden's later constancy
by denying a possibility of recentation, ssying that if Dryden had re=
nounced his faith he could never have recovered the Leureateship, &s he
would have been totally diahonored.2

Saintsbury, who published his life of Dryden in 1900, wes, unlike
Christie, & Tory, Therefore his political notions were not so foreign
to a symnathetic study of Drydenls political ide:s, and his discussion
of the conversion is much more impartieal,

lle recognised the philosophicel skepticisn and the desire for the
stebility of en infallible church in "Religio I..aici..":5 Liowever, Leints-
bury failed to see the impessibility of sepcrating religious end politie
¢al motives, If he had, he would not have said this concerning "Religio
Ieici™s

The poem therefore, as it seems to me, must be regurded
as a genuine production, expressing the author's first

thoughts on a subject which had just presented itself to
him as interesting and important.4

1. Ibid., p. Lviid,
2, Ibid., pe xxiv,

3¢ Saintsbury, Dryden, op. cit., ps 101,

4. Ibid.. ?po 92-930
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saintsbury regurdec Dryden, first and lest as a mun of letters, and
as such it was only to be expectel thut he rercined loyul to a court
which promised puatronsge., Wwith Macauley, Ssintsbury sew Dryden gtronge
ly influenced by his age, aud sudbject to public taste; but these were un=-
eonscious factors and no points for stricture.l As 1t vwzis obvious by
Seintsbury's time that Dryden had never mede eny substantianl fincneisl
geins by his conversion, this iioctive could be discerded,?

To Seintsbury, the politiosl views of ™Absclom and Achitcrhel™ end

the religious insecurity of "ieligio Lzici,™ lead up to, and prevered the

mind for "lhe Lind and the Fentier.™ Dryden's subsequert firm sdherence
to the Cutholic feith in face of hardships was good proof of his religious
eincerity.3

AW, Verrall delivered his Cambridge lectures on Lryden in 1911, He
was distinguished es a student of the clzssies, his preference being Greek
drama, He had also served as critic and contributor to The Classical Re=-
yiew and other scholarly jourasls, Verrall wes en eager student of the
classical period in English literature, &«nd Dryden &8s & transletor of Vire
¢il interested him,

Verrall was & pioneer in the close enalysis of the text as prelimine
ery to any critical conclusion, end thaet detailed study of the texts of
Dryden's poems led him, in the first place, to tzke a more favorable view

of Dryden's politicel end religious ideans, Verrall refuted Ekacasulay's

l, Ibid., ppe 102-1063,
2. Ibid., p. 104,

3, Ibid., p. 106,
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charge thot Dryden wes & litersry slcve to the court, FHowever, Verrsll
insisted thst Dryden held no definite prineciples in rogvrd to religion,
politics or even criticism.l Verrell wos dissztisfied with the super=
ficizl snd biased etteck of Mncaulay. It wes not that he wus convinced

of Dryden's sincerity, or evcn of his deep iaterest in religlous mutters,
but he believed th:t Dryden's clenr, logicel e&nd practicel mind vhich cone
cerned itself with politics end the theory of euthority in the state was
consistent, snd if it chenzed it showed &« logicel end orderly developuent,
Thus Verrell did rot concern himself much with Dryden's sircerity, but he
recerded all his work as essentielly ccecesionsl,

" But Dryden, we rmiust not forget, 1is elwsys apt to speak for the oc-
cesion, end his sentiments however strongly expressed often reprecent but
e momentery feelin&?z

In spite of the uahove statemont, Verrall felt thet from 1680 on, Drye-
den moved steedily towerds Cetholiciem, snd thut even though he knew lite
tle ebout religion, he considered it importent efter the tcliticel events
of 1680.3 Even in "‘bsalom ernd Achitophel™ Verrell believed that Drydea
showed himself as a hulf-hsarted Anglicen for in thet poex hLe eviaced his
distrust of resscn end his entirely politicel epprosch to the relizious
problem.4

This sttitude of Verrell's points the wzy to the sttitude of modern

1, AW, Verrull, lectures on bryden (Cembridge, 1914), pp. 17-18,

2, Ibid., pp. 27=28,
e _Lb_lio. Pe 22,

4, Ibid., p., 151,
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critics such &s Ven Doren end bredvold, However this new attituce towards
Dryden is not confined to one or more isclsted, 1if btrilliuwut scholsrs end
critics, It 1is the reflection of & revcluticn in taste.

In the thirty years thut have passed egince tne work of tis lust crie-
tic we have reviewed, a chunge hss cowe over the critical teuper of the age,
and modern criticism, both in its generel ottitude &nd its scanoliarly equipe
ment, hes been prepered to take & more sympsthetic arnd more scuolurly view
of Dryden's ctreer,

The Remantice end Vietorian critics, on the whole, discredited tns
eichteenth ecentury, snd particularly Dryden, refusing to ecknowledge his
work se true poetry. Naturally this type ¢f criticiss lowered epprecia=
tion of Dryden, sud not until recent times has his walue been rediscovered,
Indeed, the form, regulsrity and clarity of tae cocrrect neo-classiciats has
8t last found appreciation in the twentietnh century, The sdmirers of Dry-
den and Fore no longer feel alienuted froz sound taste &s they did when
tue Romant ics end Victoriens dominated poetic eriticism, R.5. Crewe has
8513 thnat the clussicists are no longer on the defensive:

It is not they but the surviving disciples of wordsworth

end Matthew nrnold who are out of harmony with the movenent of

rodern criticism and tuste,l

Une of the forenost edvocates ia Dryden's couse has been T,S. Eliot,
Ee explained Dryden's neglect uv8 & result of nineteeuth century eriticism
which thousrht of poetry es en illusive something ceming under iirnold's defe-
inition of "conceived snd cocrposed in the soul.®™ Those who held this limi-

ted conception of poetry regrmrded Dryden &s prosaic.z

1. R.S. Creme, A Collection of Enclish Foems, L660-1800 (New York, 1932),
Intrcduction, fpre V=VI,

2. T.S. Eliot, Homsge to John Dryden (London, 1977), ppe. 13=23,
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Hnylitt, whom Eliot reproved for his resh judgement of Dryden, had

criticised Dryden with the romentic ide: ot e poet in mind:
The poet of nature 1is one who, from the elerients of beauty

of power, aund of yuscioa in his own bre:.st, sy intithizes with

whetever is beautiful, end grand, znd inpascioned in nature,

iz its sinple mejosty, in its famelicte el to the sencec,

to the thoughts ¢nd hearts of ell meny so that the poet of ne-

ture, by the trutk, red depth, ond hirnoty of his mind, w.y te

said to hold communion with the very soul of nature,

tlowever a post to Dryden was one

who to his neturcl endovments, of a lurge invention, a ripe

judgenent, ¢nd & strous; neaory, hes jolned tlie knowled ;s of

the libersl arts end sciences, and particularly moral philos-

oply, the methemnties, ycozrerhy, and kistory, and with ell

these qualificetions, 1s ® dborm poet; knows and can practise

the va~lety of rutbers, nnd is master ol taec linguqse in which

he writes,

The difference in standurds is obvious, and snmyone attemptingzg to
judpe Dryden by Heslitt?s criteria will feil to eppreciste hin, Dry-
den wns not only a master of sstire and heroic couplet, but he mmde the
English lenguege useful ¢nd clear, Dryden's writing covered & wide rcnge,
drema, setire, essey, snd trrnsletion. {8 Merk Ven Doren has pointed out,
poets renging from xeets sud Pyron dosn to Edger Allen Poe have expressed
their indebtedness to Dryden;.3

Besides this difference in literary criticism in the nineteenth cenw
tury, enother drawback to understanding Dryden had been e&n ignorence of
his ere, or his "climnte of opinion." ‘lioderm scholzarship hes advenced in

this field, end through cereful resesrch hss given us the histeriesl, poe

1{ticel end philosophice:l background of tke eirhteenth century. L,I, Bred-

1. Williem Hewmlitt, Lectures on the Enclish locets (Oxtord, 1950), p. 106,

2, W.P. Ker, Iisseys, Vol, II (Oxford, 1900), p. 56,

3. Merk Van Doren, John Dryden (New York, 1846), ppe 273-26G.
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vold's etudy of Drrydcn is en excellert exsmple of this sclentific scholar-\
ship, ¢nd will be reviewcd later,

trnrik Ven Doren's study of Dryien is illustritive of the new litere
ery criticism, which bneed uron dro=der levcle, seeks to brinz Drrden to
e full uppreciction in the twentieth century,

Murk Van Doren's stuldy of Dryden's conwersion is concerned vith the
rind and leceorning of the necet, Ven Doren believes thit Dryden vas velle
recd in vericus fields, znid thet £lthoush he wes not & thorconsh sceholar,

Lo possesced gn intellectu:l curicsity vhich vwusg never {nrctive,

But plessura for hin mennt the sitisfying of intellectusl curi-

osity as vwell as it meunt diversion; from the beginning, there

cen he no doubt, he wus pleoused to reud widely erd wre evid of

information,

after leuving ivestiinster School whers he received a decent foundae-
tion in the clessics, Dryden @ntered Cambridge, them under Comnonweclth

guidence, It was there, says Van Doren, thet he furthered his ar-uren-
tetion, and begun to resd Descartes znd Hobbes %

Dryden was devoted to the Latin classics == Virgil, Lucretius, Ovid,
Juvenal and FPersius were his compsnions in "male virtue.” His writing and
thought were "tempered" say Ven Doren, "with & rare Augustan ewe,® there-
fore, "Declarations of Indulgence &nd Test Acts were intrusive trifles, and
the necessity of choosing tetwecn & James end & iilliam but e dwarfish die
lemma.“s

Dryden prectised echolastic discourse; he possecsed a nind that was

sttrested to ratioceknution as ia eviaced in bis meny pliys «nd setires, It

1, 1bide, Pe 4.

rd

. Ibido. Pa 8.

svlbido, Imo )-0-110
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ves the forn thet he perfected rot tis content. Lryden becrme familisy
with the new science =nd philosophy; but &s vem Dorean points out he had
1

little comnetence in critic:l evalurtion of idecs, The influence of
llobbes wr e widespre:zd, esrecislly efter the kestoration. Dryden kaew
iicbbes? mechcniem and the dometiec materialism of Lucretius; snd Van Doe
ren thinks that he wes attrzcted to them by dispositicn rather then by
doctrine, ne sums it up thus:

e w3 by dignosition rather then by doctrine & skentic ...

He never altogetier cupitulated to any system of pclitics or

mornls or sesthetice, He was bora end died with sn @lymrion

indifference to principles, YetHobbes and Lucretius both

made poverful, permanent impressions uron nis irerinction,

It wes liobbes who inspired his deep distrust of hunen bein:zs

in the rees snd his lifelong intolerznce of movements that

threstened to disturd the peuce,”
Dryden was consistent in his fesr of democracy or eny kind of innovation,
despising eny individusl, priest or politiclen, who mede such endeavora.3

Ag for the controversicl poems, Van Doren thinks thct they were oce
cusional, but not trumped up for the moment, ‘ihe pressing politiczl und
theological problems of the day were e nomel stimulus to a mun wio was
8o much 8 pert of his tine,4 Ven Doren sees him as & party writer aligned
to the court, but lecking eny herd convictions on eitker church or state,
He frequently emphasizes Dryden's leck of conviction end fecr of distwum=
bence:

Such principles as he did poss=ess were not 8o much principles

us nrejudices, ell of which c¢sn be summedrup by saying that he
hated ond fecred disturhunce of any kind.®

l. Ibid.. Df')o 11"'120
2. Ibid.’ FP. ll-lﬂ.

Z. Toide, Pe 16,

4, Ibid., p. 141,
5, Ibid., P. 143,
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ge cue 1t nust be adizitted &t once, without conspicous
principles of his own conserminz churcih or stute.t

Nor 18 it to be belleved thut he ever possessed a set of
nieccly distlasuishzd, srrafully nondered molitienl tileas,

Li ausworlas channzss brouziat aviinst Drvlen?s religious anostaey
ond roliticil mieralerings, Vvan Doren coneludes thet there is little
neud for Ziscouposure o Dryicn never held eny vrinciples thet ha would

Leva died Tor, e£2d hie nover nnde & pretenge of so-doing,

The baettor viasw saeng 1latterly to bs th~t there 12 little rom-

son to be sorrowful over the behavior of a canny muin of lete

crs who never a2t 2av tim2 preteand=4 to be eruirwed with »rin-

cirles worth dying or beccniing & puuper 1‘or.3

€.1., Eredvold's Intellectunl tilieu of John Drydien was published in

1924, nd is probubly the most thorough work of its kind on Dryden, re-
leting the poet's thouzht to his ege. lie studies the poet's thousht from
the standroint of philosophical skepticism e&nd political conservutism in
the seventeeunth century.

The philosophical skepticism so prevalent in the ssvsutewuth ccatury
ves founded upon the rhilosophy of the encient ureek, tyrrho, who hed
reschied this period through the writinss of Lextus Empiricus, This phile
osophry, ecspeciully es used by Dryden, was essentially snti-rutionalistic,
It d1d noct entsil relirious unbelief, but on the contrsry, since it abole
ished fsith in msn's reason it led to & reliance upcon religicus cutoority

and ccnfermity to nutionel law.4

1. Ibid., p. 14%.
2, Ibid., Fp. 142-143,

3, Itid., Ps 295.

4, Dredvold, Intellectusl iiliue of John Dryden, op. cit., ppe 16-46.
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Y¥ontaigne was one of the nost importunt sixteenth century exponents
of this fideism or philosopvhicel skepticism., ippsrently Dryden wes well
reed in monteigne; he referred to hiam sever:l times in terms such es the
*"honest ﬁontﬁigno.'l Montainge'svwipology for Reymond Lebend"enjoyed a
widespres«d popularity in knglend snd France. '1he result of this essay
was to destroy feith in men's intellect &nd resson, snd to buse religious
certainty solely upon feith and revelation., monteigne?s utter dcpreciae
tion of reasson led him to & stste of doubt:

Appesrances are everywhere equaljIt 1s equally possible to take
either sidej .-Nothing seems trus thut nay not seem untrue.z

liowever this state of doubt led Montdigne to & strong religious belief,
nis explanction of ryrrhoniom is also en expression of his religious

faith:

It presents man nalled and empty confessing his naturel weszke
ness and ready to receive from on high sone power not his own
eee SUpVTEssing his own judgement to leave niore room for feith;
neither disbelieving nor setting up any tesching contrary to
the comion observancesj husble, obedient, docile, zealous, a
sworn eneny to heresy end conseqguently free from the vein and
irreligious beliefs introduced by the felse sects, He is a
blank tablet prenared to teke from the fingcer of God such forms
es8 he shall be pleased to engrave upon it,

This wes the ergument used by seventeenth century Jesuilts in counteraeting
Frotestentisme Dyyden used this argument against the Deists in "Religio
leici,® thus aligning himself with the Romsn Cathodie apologists, The
Roman church never sanctioned entierstionzlism, yet nevertheless, s Bre=-
vold noted, it wes the Cetholics more then eny other group who made use of

fideism.®

1, Works, V, Preface to All for Love, p. 355,Scott-Saintsbury,
2, J.M, Rovertson, Esssys of lMontaigne (London, 1927), vol., I, p. 901,
Se Ibid., p. 502,

4, Bredvold, op. cit., p. 75.




According to Bredvold, Drydea was not an original thinker, but he
studied the i1decs of his age, end greduslly developed consistent politi-
cel end religious stends, His conversion to Cstholicism wes & natursl
outgrowth of fideism end Toryism, Bredvold considered thet Dryden reach-
ed the culminetion of his thoughkt in 1682 with "Abselom und Achitophel™
end "Religio Laici,"

"Religio Laici™ and "The llind end the IPunther" are so closely

allied in their philosophy that the earlier peem micht be re-

garded es a sort of prelude or introduction to the later; both

ere besicelly skeptical &nd fideistic.l

HTter exemining all the crities, early and modern ones turn with ree
newed interect end even with a seuse of relief to the writings of Dryden
hinself, A fresh look et Dryden's own writing will tbhrow light on the proe
blem, &nd reveeal the consistency of his thought, showing how his naturel
skepticism end political conservatism were prerequisites to his acceptence
of Catholicism,

Politicel thought in Dryden end in the men of his ege could not be
sepersted from religious thoucht. KEven Dryden's earliest, £nd epperently

purely political poens ere beased uncn assumptions of e religious sort end

make sllusions to theological and religious concepts,

1. Ibid., pe. 121,



II

Dryden's Political and rhilosophical Thought

If Dryden's early poems are based upoan religious essuiptiocns, in
e study of his thought it is fitting to begin with "Stanzns on Cramwell,”
and "Astreea Redux,® "The first wes written for the leader of the Commone
weslth, the second for the restored king, yet they are reelly not incone
sistent, Both poems preise one thing: a strong leeder, en suthority thet
can maintain peece, Cromwell wans preised es a strong leader, but his po-
litical doctrines are never mentioned, As Scott hes seid, Dryden treated
Cromwell with s "singuler amd hsppy delioacy."l Dryden did not touch up-
on the civil war or any of the methods by which Cramwell had &ttsined his
power, but he did compliment the effects of thst power, In this early po=
em Dryden expressed the desirebility of public peace above all other good.
He repeated this idea frequently in his later works,

Peace wus the Prize of all his Toil and Cers,

Which war had banish'd and did now restore:

(Stanzes on Cromwell, ll, 61-62)
No c¢ivil Broils have since his Death arose,
But Pastions now, by Habit, does obey;
(Stangas on Cromwell, 1ll, l41lel42)

Sir Welter Raleigh hes seild that "Dryden believed in authority in religion,
end monsrchy in the State, even when the monarch's name was Cro:nwell."a

Dryden with the nation rejoiced et Charles? restomtion, He undoubte
edly had reasons other then political for joining the Royelist renks, Drye

den was above ell things e man of lettera, and &s Charles II end hie court

1. Soott-Saintsbury, 1. P 6,

2, Walter Raleigh, Some Authors (Oxford, 1923), p. 166,
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offered opportunities for litersry pursuits which the @ommonwealth had
denied, this was an added reeson for writing "Astraea Rednx."l

Dryden probably never eympathised with the Puriten belief in which
he was reared, Even in "Astresea Redux" Dryden essocisted Furiten dissent
and political unrest,

For his long absense Churoh and Stete did groanj

Madness the Pulpit, Tastion seiz'd the Throne:

(streea Redux, ll, 21-£2)
It is more likely that Dryden experienced a strong reaction sgainst his
Puritan bdbackground, Sir Walter Raleigh hes suggested that this was the
case, as a study of the history of ruriten dissension in the seventeenth
century was “enough to meke an enarchist sick of frooclom."“3 It may have
been this early reaction against Puritanism which started Dryden in the M~
rection towards conservetism and awhority,

The ideas behind the political poems give evidence of a skeptical
point of view, part of which was rooted in Dryden‘'s personslity end expere
ience, and which wes nourished by his reading and conversationsl familiare
ity with the works of Hobbes.s

The oritic will find Hobbes' philosophy of grest importance in treate
ing Dryden's skeptieism, Hobbes' skeptical and sophisticated defence of
authority was well-shited to the eclectic aristoorats of Charles II's eourt,

and Dryden beceme feiiliar with it early in his career, for it was congeniel

1. ScotteSaintsbury, p. 42,
2, Walter Raleigh, op. cit., p. 165.

3. Besides evidence in Dryden's plays of Hobbes' philosophy, his mention of
Hobbes in essays, shows that he had read Hobbes, See his "Prefasce to the
Pables" in W.P, Ker's Essays, Vol. II, p. 252, However this essey was
written in 1700, and we have no earlier evidence of Dryden's attitude to-
wards Hobbdes,
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to hie own tempersment es well &s to that of the age, Although Hobbes?
philosophy destroyed retionalism and often led to free-thinking, Hobbves,
himself, submitted to the state church, He, like Lonteigne, sought sence
thery in conforming to treditional lew snd religious euthority, To Hobbes,
religion was essentially an instrument, subservient to govemment.l Dry=
d~en'. treatment of the church in "Religio Isiei® wes in egreement with
the ideas of Hobbes,

Courthope has pointed out that Dryden was concernsd with the polie
tiocel consequences of religion; end from this couplet in "Religio Laiei”
one ¢an eee that the purpose or end of church end state was to preserve
peaco.z

For points obsoure are of small use to learn,

But common quiet is mankind‘'s concemm,

(Religio laici, 11, 449«450,)
This ®eommon quiet™ or peace, was what Hobbes considered the main objece
tive of government, Thus Courthope made this eomment upon the preceeding
couplet: "Thus Hobbes' eonclusion is reached from different prcnisea."3

Hobbes regarded men as oreatures guided only by their passions and
én over-whelming desire for power, Government was necessary, then, as a
means of self-protestion and poaco." ken by conmon oonsent made a coven-
ant in which they relinquished certain rights for their own benefit, This

government, in order to preserve peace, needed to be sabsolute, for Hobbes

1, W,G, Pogson Smith, Hobbes's lLeviathon (Oxford, 1929), Introduction, pp.
vit-xxxi,

2, W,J, Courthope, A History of English Poetry (Londom, 1903), Vol. III, D.
Sl4.

3. Ibig.. Pe 516.

4, ¥Williem Melesworth, Hobbes® Works (London, 1861), Vol, III, p. 153,
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seid, “"Covenants, without the sword, ere but words, and of no strength

to secure & men at all.'l After the covenant was once made, the subjeots
were bound to obedience, for ocbedience to en sbsolute power was the only
wey to obtein freedom from insecurity end war, These views, liobbes sum-
med up in his definition of a Commonweslth which was "one person, of whose
sots, 8 grest multitude, by mutusl eovenasnts one with anot her, have made
themselves every one the authors, to the end he may use the strength emd
meens of them all, as he shall think expedient, for their peace snd com-
mon defeneo."z

It 1s obvious, then, that Drydean with his bent towards ekepticiem
end suthoritarienism, found Bobbes' philosophy egreeable in many ways,

Perhaps the most frequently quoted evidence of Hobbes' influence
on Dryden, is Dryden‘'s distrust of mankind en massse, In his very first
poems Dryden revealed his dislike for the mob and demooracy, However it
must be remembered that demoecracy in the seventeenth century had mueh the
same stigma attached to it that Commmuniem has today, Demosracy in the se~
venteenth century was esssociated with the lower classes and religious dis-
senaion.""

Dryden never disliked men individually, dbut collectively he saw them
as a threat to peaceful living which wes his mein concern, In his old age
Dryden expressed his ideal of a peaceful life in en epistle to his kinsman,
John Driden,

How Blessed 13 He, who lesds a Country Lifs,

Unvex'd with anxious cewmes, and void of Strifel

Who studying Pemce, and shunning Civil kage,

Enjoy'd his Youth, and now enjoys his Age.

(To My Honour'd Kinsmen, John Driden,
11, 1-4)

1, Mo. P. 154,
2. Ib&.. p. 158.

3. New English Dictionary (Oxford, 1897), Vol. III, p. 183, "1664. H. More,
Myst, Iniq. 514, 'Presbytery verges nearer toward Fopulacy or Democracy.*
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Dryden preised Cromwell es a peace-meaker and he hailed Charles II
a8 a restorer of order, In welcoming Charles, Dryden descridbed a rather
terrible politicel situation which hed developed under mod rule,

The rabble now such freedom did enjoy,

As Yinds at Sea, that use it to destroy:

Blind as the Cyclops, and es wild as he,

They own'd a lawless savage Libertie,

Like that our painted Ancestors so priz'd

Ere Empires Arts their Breasts had Civiliz'g,

(Astreea Redux, 1ll, 44=49)

Yet many of the phreses Dryden used to describe the modb such as
*the meny headed beast,® the "rabble®™ and "drawn to the dregs of e demos .
eracy,” were ccmmonplaces of an aristocratic court, In politicel poems
such ss "Absalam and Achitophel,® Dryden changes these ecmmonplaces of
courtly speech into scmething larger and more mesningful, The common
men was not of the "rebble” dbecause of his lowly station, but because he
wos & threat to the king, law, end pesce of the country., When Dryden, in
*Abselom and Achitophel ,® called the English "headstrong, moody, murm'ring
rece,” he reforred to the factions who took advantapge of the Fopish Plot
to exclude the rightful heir from the throne, it 2lso referred to the
many other instences im their pest history &t which times they had cawsed
public turmoil, Iie expressed his contenpt of them when he said that he
would mention only the nobility or prominent persons who had shared in the
aéheme to exclude James from the throne,

Nor shall the rascal rebble here have place,

whom kings no title gave, and God no graca.

(Absalom and Achitophel, 1ll, 579=580)

As these poems reveal 6ertein inclinations towards Hobbism one c¢an
find further end earlier evidence in ths pleys which served in a way, as
Dryden's poeticsl epprentieceship,

N Meny traces of Hobbes' philosophy may be found in Dryden's plays,
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two points of which are perticularly importent: mou=rchiel absolutism
and necessiterienisa, The presence of Hobbesisn idezs in the pluys which
were mostly written in the 1670's, shows thot Dryden wuas slert to contem-
porary thoughkt, and that he gave preference to skeptical thousht, 48 Drye
den wrote his piays under the patronnge of the courtly circle, it probably
was only natural thet he included Hobbeslem meterial es Hobbes was popular
with the court, Bredwold remarked thet monarchial sbsolutism wus a neces-
sary part of heroic drems,end therefore, could not be teken &8 inconclusive
evidence of Dryden's belief,
A narrow political outlook was almost inevitable in her-

oic drema end is comon enough in the plays of Orrery, for

instance, who has hardly, been suspected of an edmiration

for Hobbes,

It is also true thet in drema, certain statements msy be the exprese

eion or delineation of s cherecter, For instence, Dryden in his preface

to Tyrennic Love, defended himself sgainst the charge of irreligion by ex~-

pleining that Meximin, the hero, wes merely speeking in the cherecter of a
heathen prince when he defied the Godsof Roma.z The eppearsnce of certain
ideas in his pleys, therefore, does not mean thet Dryden eccepted %hem,
The Conquest of Cranade was written in 1669, In this play the hero,
Alnocpmr, frequently gives expreasion to Hobbesien ebsolutest principles,
In the first ect Almsyor saysi

My laws are made but only for my sake;

No king szrinst hinmrelf a lew cen meke .o

1, Bredvold, op. eit.s Ps €6.
2, Scott-Saintsbury, II, p. 3577,

e Ibido. N. Act I. 8C. 1| P. 43,
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To Eobvbes eny division of power in the Curmonweslth wes futuly The king
being absolute wes not subject to the laws of the States

For to bde subject to lawe, is to be sudbject to the Come
) monwealth, that is to the sovereign representative, thet is

to himself} which ie not subjection, but freedom from the
13".1

In the second part of this play the king gives expression to whet
have been referred to esrlier es the eomou;aiaces of aristocratic speech,
These lines ere also typioal of the Hobbesien distrust of the pecple,

Boeb, "See what the many-headed beast demandse

Cursed is tha% king, whose honour's in their hands,

In senntes, either they too slowly grant,

Or saucily refuse to aid my want}

And, when their thrift has ruined me in wap,

They ocall their ineolence my want of oare,”

These sentiments were prodbably very elear to a court suffering from the ine
triguss of & Parliement that tried to control the king by limiting his
grents,.

There are some passages in The Conquest of Grennda which reveal Dry=-
den's distrust of reason or his conception of e limited reeson, This is
further evidence of his intercet in skepticiem,

Abdel, == Ah, why did heaven leave man so weak defence,

To trust frail reeson with the rule of sensefl

'Tis overpoised end kicked up in the air,

Yhile sense weighs down the scale, end keeps it therej

O'er, like a captive, 'Tis borne away,
And forced to count %Yneunse its own rebels? -mny.3

Almapmyr makes another statement in regard to ressm that was later

used by Dryden in his ergumentatiwve poema,

1. Molesworth, on, cit,, p. 313,
2, Ibid., Iv, Part II, Act I, sc, 11, p. 130,

S. Ibid., Port I, Act I1I, sc, i, p. €1,
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By reason, men a godheed may disern,
But how he would be worshipped cennot learn,l

In The Spanish Friar (168l) Dryden made use of liobbes® theory of
necessity, Hobbes' theory denied free-will ae he considered msn &s the
vietim of his pessions, and guided solely by his desire for power, These
same sppetites were the only oriteria of good and evil, "for these words
of good, and evil, and eontemptidble, are svem used with relation to the
person thet useth them: thers being nothing simply and adbsolutely so nor
eny common rule of good and evil, to be taken from the nature of the objects
thamaolns."z These idess are recognised in these lines from The Spanish
Frier:

Ieo, O that it werel! I would not do this orime,

And yot, like heaven, permit {t to be done,

The priesthood grossly cheat us with free-wills

Our actions then are neither good nor {ll,

Since from external ceuses they proceed}

Our passions, == fear and anger, love and hate, =-

Mere senseless engines that are moved by fate,

Like ships on stormy seas, without a guide

Tossed by the winds, and driven by the tido.s

The Spanish Frisr is also of interest as a satire upon the Catholie
priesthood, This play appeared soon after the Fopish Plot when anti-Cath=
olic feeling wes high, The play wes dedicated to a Protestant, lLord Houghe
ten, Christie felt that Dryden mey have written this play out of resente
ment to the court which hsd failed to pey his pension regularlyj but Seott
believed that he merely chose e popular subject which had appeal to his au-

ddence.¢ This was the only play prohibited by James II after he came to

1. _I_Qid.. Part II. Act IV, 80, 111. Pe 190.
2, Molesworth, ops eit,, Vol, V, p. 4l.
3. Seotte-Seintsbury, VI, Aot III, sec, iii, p. 467,

4, M" PPe 397-398,
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the throne, for it wes & strong sutire on the Catholic priesthood, Dry=-
den distrusted ell priests es he regerded them as trouble maekers and a
threat to peace, Lord Macaulay hes scid that, "if eny sentiment was deep-
ly fixed in him, that sentiment was an aversion to priests of sll persuse
sions, Lewites, Augurs, Muftes, Romen Cetholic divines, Presbyterisn die
vinee, d$vines of the Church of England,”! However, Dryden's Frier Domfnis
is made to eappeer as a witty and entertaining rsscel who evokes laughter rae
ther than hatred, All the satire is levellsd et tke frier's rether dis-
solute charecter, rether than et religious doctrine, This {s a typiocal ex-
emple of Dryden's treatment of the Friesrs

Ped, I met a reverend, fat, old gauty frier, ==

%ith a peunch swoln so high, his double chinm

Might rest upon it} a true son of the church}

Fresh~ocoloured, end well thriven on his trade, -=f

Drydens plays, 4vhich were his early work, prepered him for his later
poeticel achievements, Mark Van Dorem said thet it was while writing his
pleys thet Dryden "beceme fully aware of the energy which is latent in the
heroic oonplot."3 It is true that he perfected his metrical and augumene
tative techiniques while writing drsma, but he also worked with all the ime
portent philosophicel, politicel end religious ideas of his time, During
this playright epprenticeship, then, he prepared the ground for the thinke

ing which he was to turn to in his mature religious poetry,

1, Macauley I, ops 8it,, P. 657,
2, ScotteSaintsbury, VI, pp. 417+418,

3¢ Van Doren, op, cit., P« 85,



31

III
1

Historical Background

In the seventeenth contury a man of letters like Dryden could not
poscibly separste his literery output, his pluys, hkpoems, end his cri=-
ticel esseys, from the political and religious situetion, Both their un-
derlying philosophy and the precticel purposs for which they were written
were intimately connected with politics, In order, therefore, to under-
stand Dryden's work &s a man of letters as well asvto know the truth sbout
his religious end political convictions, it is necessary to have socme know=-
ledge of the political history of the periods It is also necessary t0 une
derstand the position of English Cetholics during the reigns of Cherles II
and James II_. when Dryden became Catholic he attached himself to a growp
thet had been persecuted in the past, and that had only a doubtful future
to look forwoxrd to., This historicel sumery is & background end preparee
tion for "Religio laici®™ and "The Hind end the Panther,"

The proportion of Catholics to the population of England at this tine
is diffioult to determine, However there are no definite figures on the

nunber of Nonconformists during the seventeenth century but it eppears that

there number wes significant, GeLe Turner in his Originsl Records of Early

Nonconformity made this estimate based on an eerly report of Bishop Sheldoni
" There finsl result is to give the proportion of conformists to protes=

tant nonconformists as sbout twenty-two to one, and papists as ebout 178 to

one, They are, however, very incomplete end they were put together in the

different dioceses in various quite different ways, Wworse still it was known

thet Sheldon's purrose wus t0 prepsre for new rerression by proving how few
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wore the diasentora!l Because of the harsh penal laws the number of Cethe

olic priests wes elso difficult to estinate, The Catholic Record Society

Miscellanes, vii (1911) estimcstes the number of priests at ebout one hune
dred, Of course there were Fngzlish Catholic religious establishments on
the continent which were & potential Catholie powear“.a Trevelyen steted that
the Whigs evagsereted the number of Catholics and that fear of their up=-
rising wss ri.d.iculous.5 These Catholics were exclusively merbers of the
sristocrzcy and etrong roynliests, In 1642 they hed been emong the forew
most to shed their blood for Cherles I.4

Hilaire Bellos considered that even though the number of Catholics
recorded ves incorrect and small, Cetholicism was en importent force in
this period, FPensl laws made the practice of the religion impossible ex~
gept for a very fow aristocrsts who could afford to risk it in secret, Yet
there wzs a iarge group that could be termed "Catholic minded.,® This group
attended the Established Chureh, yet they would have practiced their orige
inal feith if the law had permitted them to,® It wes not unusual thet this
group wes large as up until 1615 Englend hed been Catholic in thought, The
English reroniation was primarily politicel in that the king became titulsr
heed of the stete church rether than the pope, It waa not doctrinal differ-
ences thst hed occused this bresk, dbut netione liem, Later on in the reigns
of James I and Charles I Celvenistic thought crept in enmd czused a doctrinal

division, But this division hed not occured long ego, and during the reign

1. Clark, op. eit,, Ps 26,

2, Ibid., p. 26,

3, Trevelycn, op. cit., P. 389,
4, Feiling, op, cite., Pe 44,

5. Hilaire Belloc, Cromwell (London, 1934), ps 85,
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of Charles II there were meny who secretly held to the remnants of Cathoe
lie thou._t;ht.l Trevelyan had this to sey sbout the "Catholiceminded® groupi
The *Church papists,? &s those were called who cone

sented to attend the national worship, could not legally

be distinguished from the Protestants, and were therefore

a wholly incalculabdle force .2

Penal laws against Catholics during the reign of Charles Il were gen=
erelly extensions of laws established during the reign of Elizabeth, The
most importent Elizebethan penel luw was the Act of Uniformity which fined
everyone a shilling who failed to attend the state ohurch,® Then in 1585
ell priests were outlawed, and anyone protecting them was liable to deuth,4

These laws, however, were never very stringently enforced, In the
time of Jemes I, in the egricultuml districts of Trent snd Avon there were
entire villages protected by Cetholis eristocrsts, Poor Cetholics who could
not afford to pay the uniformity fine sought protection under Cetholie lande
lords.S These lendlords, however, were excluded from any office in locel or
netionel government, They were also forbidden to trevel five miles from
their estates without a megistrate's poz'musion.6 It should be recalled that
slthough eny priest in Englend elong with his herborer was legelly subjeet to
death, James I never spproved of the few hangings that did occur,”?

In dealing with the English Catholics of this period it is necessary

to meke s distinction between the Jesuits end the sgecular clergy. From the

1. Ibid., pp. 82«90,

2, Trevelyan, Ope cite, Pe €7,
3. Stephan, op. cit., p. 453,
4, Ibid., p. 485,

5, Trevelyan, op., cit., p. E83.
6. Ibide, Pe 85

7. Ibid., Pe 83,
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time of Elizabeth the secular Cathcolica were always modercte snd willing

to submit to the luw for the sske of peace end their existing freedom, The
Jesuits, on the other hand, were sctively intent upon converting Fngland,
After the refomstion, & Catholic resction had set in Europe, and the Jew
suits were occupied with msking new converts, Juzmes I by meking peace with
Spain renewed the hopes of the Jo;uitl for a Catholie Englznd, However this
era of good feeling wes spent after & group of fenstiosl Cetholics were dis-
covered in en sttempt to blow up Perliement, This plot wes in cccord with
the Jesuit teuching thst even the overthrowing of government wts commendeble
if 1t served es a meens of converaion.1 After this Gunpowder Plot, the pe-
nal lews were itigorously enforced, An oath of supremacy wes enacted which
was to distinguish betweon seculars and the Jesuits, This octh demanded the
renouncing of the supremscy of thepope, and his right to depose kings, The
Jesuits refused to teke this osth, but the seculars led by the priest, Blacke

2 This distinction between the moderste and Jesuit re-

well, submitted to it,
mained through the reign of Jemes I1I,

The Jesuits from 1660 to 1688 continued their proselytizing activities,
However, after the Restoration, Cestholicism, end perticulerly Jesuit Caethe
olicism, wes alweys associated with the sbsolute monarchy of Louis XIV of
Frence, Chsrles, as it will be expleined later, attempted to mitigate the
penel lsws egainst Cetholics, end although he feiled in his ettempts, the pe-
nal lawe except for the few years after the Popish Plot, were never strictly
enforced, Regerdless, the most important point to make concerning the status
of Catholics, even in the reign of James II, was thet they lived under & con-

tinual insecurity, feering a possible reection against their group., This feear

vas resl, end bzsed upon many unfortunzte experiences in their past history, the

1. Ibid,, P 88=89,
2, Ibid., Pe 9
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letest being, of courec, the Commoawenlth persecutions, Cithelics, then,
slongs with Royaslists welcomed the resterution of Chrrles,

Charles was recstored to his throne in 1lEG0, The new king w:s
1riled with & dlepley of flowers, flags wnd fountnins of wine, This pope
ulsr enthurinsm wre more thun any of his successors hsd kuown.l

vhen Cherles escended to the throue, the Purlisirent was predonin-
ently irasbyterisn, end while the army reme ined, it wus loneck r:tn-> then
Ch:rles who held swny, One of the kings first sots wus to proyoce =n ine
dulgenco mensures, Perliecent led by the Lotitudinurinn, Baxter, downed
tha me=sure, lerlisment wus dicsolvod =nd elections held in 1€¢l, ‘The
nev Houses were composed of menbers who were cavelier sdherents of the Chureh
of tYnrland, Under the chracsllor, élrxrexxdon. they proceeded to 1755 & nune
ber of lrws s£lien to tolerstion; lave erlculcted teo supreas the Nonconforme
18ta,”

Two lzws of tae Clerendon Code, ths fet of Tnifomity 2nd the Corpore
etion fct, excluded tre lresbyterirns from e legcl position ea jert of the
Esteblished Church, end mode thexn dlssenters, These fets denmunded thet ell

vho wished to be membera of & municipcl body should renounce the Covenrnt

end eonform to the /nglicen liturcy and Took of Common Irayer, £1ll of waich

e conscientous Fresbyterisn could not doe The Pook of Common rrzyar hed boen

recently revised, snd in its new form it contzined meterial objectioncdle to
the Iow Church pertys FPplscopeul ordinction, as oppeeed to Preshyterien cluse
sienl ordinrtion, becnme necesssry for the securing of eny office in the Church

of E':zxq;lt:ndﬁ Trere vho hed teen dizscenters or thecce who were mede diccentors

1, Mrosuley, l'istory of raglend, cpe €it., p. 156,
2, Osmuad /iry, Chcrles II (Zondan, 1904), PpPe 10S«l76,

3¢ J,F., Stephan, ilistory of the Criminsl Irw of ‘ngl-nd (London 1323), p. 431,




by tne (nifomity and Corporetion Acts, were conf ined further by the Cca=-
venticle 2cty This ect, & renewel of en eurlier ect, was reinforced in

1
1670 with the pretext of putting down & Cueker dicturbance,

13 Ibido, po 210
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£
Regurdless of whetuer Charles approved of these acts or not, he

wes continually under such pressure thaut tize and eguin he wes forced to
sutmit to rarliement, The 1660 Furliament fixed a hereditary revenue for
Cherles fram too sources, the Customs and kxcise, This revenue, though gee-
cure for the lifetime of Charles, was never sutficient to meet his expendi~
tures, or to pey off the pre-restoration debts.t At first the revcaue supe
plied Charles with between £600,0C0 end £700,000 yearly, and even under Dane-

by's surveillance in 1674 and 1675 it did not exceedil.wo,ooo.z

Parlia=-
ment held the purse-strings and sought to keep Charles under control by lime
iting his gremts, It was probebly for this reason that Charles turned to
other sources for money, His eantire foreign policy was guided by the de-
sire to gain freedom from parliementary re:strici:ions.3
Zarly in his reign vharles had tried to get eid from holland through

a trade slliance in return for which he would heve received two million pounds,
But Farliament remewed the Navigstion Act of 1651, preventing the sllience.
Charles® relations with Frence began with his marriage to the Infenta Cathe
erine of rortugel,s Louis XIV favored rortugal in her fight for indopendence
from Spein, but the treaty of the ryrenees prevented him from directly doing
8o, When Charles married vatherine, Englend promised erms and ships to Pore
tugel, snd Llouis gave Charles ££0,000 to meet this promise, Charles also sold

bunkirk to the rrench, at this time, f‘cn'i.'?,OO.OOO.4

1, David Ogg, England in the Keign of Chsrles 1I (Oxford, 1934), p. 158,

2, Eeith Feiling, A History of the Tory Party, 1640-1714 (Oxford, 1924), p. 156,

3. Airy. -0.20 Cit.. Pe 185.

4, Ibid., pp. 185-187,
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Lt the tine of Charles' restoration France under Louis XIV wazs the
dominent power in Furope, The absolutism of Catholic govermment could be
seen in Itsly, Austria end Spein, but the ell-over influence of krunce was
greatest, 'Uhis French influence wes especislly strong in Inglsnd where the
court of Charles II reflected rrench teste in dramm, poetry &nd manners.l
Charles himself hed a French Catholic mother, and during his exile he was
in close contact with the French, He, no doubt, envied the military mrowees
end stebility of louis' government, He saw thst the tatholic religion wes
more condusive to a scheme of ebsolute monarchy then the Protestent which

was slwcys splitting into receleitrant republicen fections, 1iis cwn fa=-
ther met his denth et the he:nds of esuch dissenters, snd Churles would have
subdued them if it hed been possible for him to do so.2

therefore, early in his reign, Uharles negotiasted with rope Innocsmt
concerning & plen whereby the Church of England might entexr the Cetholie
vomunion, yet meintain its national euthority, The Pope was not anxious
to make such an agreement &s he scw the insubordination of the Gellicon
Chwrch in Frence, Louis iIv end his Jesuits chase their own bishops end
made their religion serve stute emm.3

Then in Jamuary of 1669 Cherles met with James end three ministers,
Cliffard, Arundel and Arlington, to initiate his Grand Design which was
brought forth in the Treaty of Dover, Henrietta, Cherles® sister, who wes
married to the brother of Louis XIV, encouraged Charles to negotiate with

Louis, By the terms of the secret treaty of Rover, England end Frence were

to divide Hollend; end Louis wus to provide money and srms to Charles when

1, Courthope, op. cit., PPe 452455,
2. F.C, Turner, James II (New York, 1948), pp. 371-372,
3. G,”. Trevelyan, England Under the Stusrts (New York, 1924), p. 365,




he should ernmounce his conversion to Cutholicism with the intention of meke
ing it the stzte religion.l Cherles' cuvalier Forliement hed pessed the
Claréndon Cods ageinst his wishes, end had limited his gronts, so he was in
need of Louis' subsidies, Two members of the Cebal, Shaftésbury and Buckinge-
ham, were kept ignorant of the secret breaty, A public tresty was signed in
1671 in which the tems of the conversion welre omitted.2 Thus Cucrles?! re=
lience upon French subsidies was begun, Chsrles may have been honest in his
religious corvictions &t this time, but he wes far too intelligent to risk

a declueration of ccnversion which would certuinly have been fatal; he reale

ized fully the impossibility of meking Englend Catholie,®

Even Enclish Cathe
olics 28 & whole would no§ heve fevored this design eas they hed elready suf-
fored enough during the lest revolution, snd they were not willing to throw
awey their lzst possesslions on en impossible sdhame,% Besides, Louis XIV
wag forewarding his ocwn plens for dominztion by this esllience, For, by dirde-
ing Englend to eid in crushing the Dutch, he would reduce the power of Spain,
his powerful tsnemy.5
From the time of thé Troaty of Dover, the English nation was united in
the fear of Catholicism, Frunce, and ebsolute wonsrchy, Pzrliument acted up-
on this fear, and the &nzlish people vere aﬁirred up by anyone or enything
thet held connection with these three fnctors.6 It is elso esicnificant that

from the time of tho Treaty of Dover down to 1678, Chsrles received regulsr

1, Ivid., p. 365,

2, Ibid., p. 372,

S« Turner, op. cit., p. 99.

4, Trevelyen, op. cit,, rp. 568-369,

5. G,N, Clark, The later Stusrtsj 1660-1714 (Oxford, 1924), p. 72,

6. Ibide, Pe 76,
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grents from Louis, for which he was forced to mzke large concessions.l

Recause of these concessions to France, amonz other things, Charles!?
chesracter hrs been severely critieased, Lord Faceuley censured the churace
ter of Cherlees, not only denouncing him es & libertine, dbut esserting that
he wes not czpable of assuming stete duties,

He wms utterly without embition, He detested business,

end would sooner have abdicated his crovn then heve un-

derrone the trouble of really directing the adninistretion,.?
Burnot wis somewh#t more leniant in his description of Cherles, ERurnet aoe
knowledried Cherrles® canabllity in state effeirs and his wide learning, dbut
he slso felt th:t the king®s preoccupstion with unsanctiocned pleasures cone
tributed to the feilure of his relgn.3 Of the modern historians, Arthur
Brynnt diesgrees with the former interpretetions. Bryent presents Charles
es an essiduous worker who was wholly copable of dealing with stzate affairs,
particulery beeause of his keen insight into men end politics, According to
Bryent, unlecs Charles was present at comnittee meetings nothing wes eccom-
plished, He was &lso tireless in his attention to interviews, When Laue
dexrdcle wes hoving diffieculties in Scotlend in 1663, the king, himself, read
all the numcrous dispetches in thet regnrd.‘ Osmund Airy, another modern
biographer, has this to sey of Charlss' cheracters "His guide was nct dutys
it wes ense, rnd amusenent, end lust, The cup of plessure wes filled deep

for hin, end he gresped it with both bencs,™>

Because of his insight into
humen reture, Cherles was willing to make concessions which the stubborn James
considered e weskness, but which was probebly the only courge to de taken if

he was to retain his throne =nd preserve a semblance of order in those cheotic

1. Ibid.. Pp. "2“73.

2. Hbcaulay. OD. Cit.. p. 1\)9.

3, Thomas Staskhouse, An Abridgement of Rishop bkurnet's 'ﬂsto;y of His Own
Times (London, 1922), pp. 352=03.

4, Arthur Bryent, Kinz Charles II (New York, 1931), pp. 169-164.
S« Adlry, Op. cits, P. 416,
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times,}!
At the beginning of the Third Dutch war in 1672, Charles hcd declared
en Act of Indulgence while psrliement was not conveyned, This Act wes de-
elared illegal when Perlisment reconveyned in 1673, Toleration instead of
furthering the war effost, endcngered it, The French alliance was suspect,
and all Englsnd feered the Catholic memzce, This Indulgence Act sllowed
Protestent Bissenters freedom of public worship, and Catholics freedom to
worship in their homes.]' Lord kKeacaulay believed that the controversy over
the Indulgence Act involved the question of the King's right to the suspend-
ing power which wes to decide whether Enzlund wes t0 go in the direction of
2 limited monarchy or a despotism, The majority opinion in the libuse of
Commons was thet the king's suspending power could be applied only to sece
ular affeirs; but es the king was elso head of the etate ghruch this was not
a velid objection, Cherles wus within his rights in using the suspending
power, e& other kings had done eo before him; but lacsulay seid, "sll Enge
lishmen who valued liberty end law, saw with uneesinecs the deyp inrosd which
the prerogstive had mede into the province of the chislatum.m Turner felt
thnt the Catholicity of James, who was heir to the throne, was one of the fore-
most causes for the failure of the Indulgence Act'..3 Parlisment hed voted a
grent for the Dutch war, but refused to deliver it until the Indulgence Act
wes withdrawn, Counseled by Louis eand Arlington, Charles withdrew the act in
favor of the war.‘
Having done ewny with the Indulgence Act, garliament under the guidance

of Shaftesbury proceeded to pass the Test fct which provided thnt every person

1, Turner, op. cit., p. B+94,

2, Turner, op. cit., p. 224,
3 Mrosuley, op. cit., pPp. 206-207,
4, Tl.u‘ner. 20 31t.. Pe 91,
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holding e civil or military office should receive communion in the Church
of Enrlend end tske the osths of supremecy end ellegiance, Ko Romen Cethe
olic could teke this oeth, Therefore the Duke of Yorik wes forced to resign
his position ss Lord High Admiral of the kEnglish fleet,l

The first attempt to exclude James from the throne were mude at this
tine., Buckinghsm end Arlington regsrded Jemes &s their personsl enemy end
feared revenge et his accession to the throne, They encoursged Chirles to
divorce his childless queen, and to rerry aguin so that he mizht provide en
heir to the throno.2 Jemes was forced to aduit his faith by refusing to
teke the Test Act, Even the inglicans were disturbed by Jamest defisnt et
titude,®

All authorities seem to agree thut the Duke of York was zbove all
thing obestinzte and unrelenting in his ections, perticulsrly in his incise
tence upon the ebsolutism of monarchy, It was for this resson, ssid Burnet,
thast he held securély to the Catholic faith; he saw it &8s the best insure
ence acsinst rebellious subjects, Jemes, through his stubborness esnd lack
of insight, feiled to see the impossibility of eeteblishing Catholicism in
England.4 Sir Jemes kackdntosh felt thet James"politicul ambition and his
religious convictions were so cocmbined that it would heve been difficult to
determine which motivated his actions.5 Lord kescaulcy who decried Chearles?®
lack of industriousness, hed this to say of James: ®though e libertine,
James was diligent, methodical, and fond of authority end business, His une

derstending wee singulerly slow ¢nd nsrrow, and his temrer obstinzte, hanrsh

1, acaulay, op. cit., p. 208,
2, Turner, op., cit., r. 90,

3¢ Mecauley, op. cit., P. 12C.

4, Burnet, °p. cite, De 2,
5. Jo Meckintosh, nistory of the kevoluticn in inglend in 1688 (Phils,1835),pe197.
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end unforgiving;"'l

Jumes sppears, from the Restoration forward, to have been wmpopular
in Englend, His personality coupled to his religion probubly sccounts for
his unpopuls.r'ity.,2 Even before his conversion he wea under suspicion for
his religious beliefs, Early in 1659, Mether Talbot end other Jesuits felt
that James would be more suiteble for their purposes thun uhcrlea.3 Jemes
did not share Charles® diffidence to the Grasnd Design, He accepted it es
his life’s work} and it wes his stubborn adherence to this design that fine
ally caused his downfall.4 Therefore those charecteristics which distine
guished Jemes as Duke of York were hamdened end completely narrowed when he
ascended the throne as Jemes II, It would prodebly not be esserting too
much 1if one was to sey that it was solely Jemes® stubborm, fanetical pole
icy that broucht ebout the revolution in 1688, Hheturning to Jemecs es Duke
of York, it is significent to notice the part he played in the ropish rlot,
and the effect it had upon hin,

Anti=Catholic feeling culminsted in the ropish rlot of Leptember, 1678,
Titus Oetes was the prophet who exposed this Jesuit connivance, Octes, the
son of an Ansbeptict mimister, had epent some time in the continent in the
service of the Jesuitsj et the time of the plot he wes Bhaplain to the Duke of
Norfolk, Omstes s:id that while in Europe he sided the Jesuits in their plans
to convert England, A great meeting of Jesuits was s=1d to have heen held
in London, et which time plens were made to kill Charles and to give the

throne to James, Burnet stated that sll the evidence was rsther on the wild

1, Macsulay, op. cit., p. 160,
2e mnor‘ 22. c1to. Pe 97,
3¢ Ibide, Do 96

4, Ibid., pe. 98,
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and unsubstential side, but the pudblic, s0 enrcged &t Popery, wes enxious
to beliewe the most lurid testimonies thet supported their hste,l The day
before Ostes presented his testimony to the ccuncil he presented it to Sir
Edmondbury Godfrey, Justice of Peace, Some days luter Codfrey was found
murdered, Oates brought forth witnesses who esccuswmd the Jecuits of the
murder, Chief Justice Scroggs moved by public zeel prosecuted the eccused;
but it was significent that all of them went to the scaffold protesting
their innocence,? |
At the ¢ ine of this plot Jumes was more umpopular then ever, Iie nad
not attended the Esteblished Chruch for two yeers, remsining &«s firm &s ever
in his Catholic convictions, Oetes' friend KirXsly wamed the kinz of a
plot ageihst his life, Charles mer#ly told Dendby to investigste, tnd them
went to Windsor with James, During Jemes' ebsence, his confessor, Father
Bedingfield received some forged letters which were intended to ineriminete
the priest, Bedingfield took the letters to James who may have spoken to
Cherles on the subject, At any rete Jumes wus awsre of the plot, &nd he
warned his vife's former secretery, Colemen, to destroy his co.respondence
with French Jesuits, Coleasn was &n ambitious Catholic who had kept in close
contact with the French delegstes who paid him to report the proceedings in
Commons and to apply bribves, He was fully devoted to the task of converting
knglend through French 6hannels, Colersn unwisely refused to burn all his
correspondence end it was discovered, bringing him to the scaffoild, There
wes nothing in then that intimeted a plen to kill the king, they conteined
statements involving Jemes end verifying & schame for the introduction of

Catholicism in Fnclend, According to Turner, Jurmes' actions since the

1, Burnet, ©p. cit., Pp. 152-155.
8. Ibid.. PPe 150-160o 4
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Restoration were primerily responsible for the Popish Plot end the subse-
quent Exclusion Bills.1 Lord Macaulsy affirmed this hestred of Cetholicism
whioch James symbolized, "But neither national pride nor snxiety for pub-
lie liberty hed so grent en influence on the popular mind as hetred of the
Romen Cetholic religion,®< '

¥hen the FPlot had resched the point thet the {ueen wus accused of
planning to poison the King, Charles dissolved Parlisment, Shortly before
Perliement wos dissolved, it suspended James from the bill preventing cdth-
olics from sitting in perlisment by only two votos.3 Burnet's atatement
that "Parliement was totally persueded of the thing," seemed truo.‘ The
next Perlisment was elected in 1679, the elections going against Charles
and Jemes, Charles sent Jemes to Brussels as a precautionsry messure, es-
suring him thet he would uphold him ®s his rightful successor,®

This new Parliament introduced the first Exclusion Bill, Shaftesbury
took edventage of popular sentiment end pushed on the Exclusion measures,
Shaftesbury’s party, Trevelyan said, "was a combination of part of the are
istocracy with the middle class to wrest political power from the Crown and
to force the squiresarehy cnd the bishops to grant toleretion to dissent,
To obtain these endas the Whigs pleyed upon the popular fear of Catholiciam
which they themselves shared,”®

Shattesburf. the leading figure in the kxclusion party, wus desoribed
thus by Burnet: ™a men of popular eloquence, who could mix the facetious
end the furious way of axguing very agreesbly, and who had got the art of

governing perties, end meking himself the head of them, just &8 he pleesed ,.,

1. Turner. 2‘2. _0_1_33_.. PPe 144-146. 4, lurnot. _0_20 cito. Pe 162,
8. Macnulay, ﬂ‘ cit.. Pe 180, Se Ibid.. Do 162,
3o Feiling, op, cit., Ps 175, 6, Trevelyen, op., cit., p. 389,
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After 11, his chief etrength ley in knowing menkind, their understendings
end tempers, snd in applying himnself to them so dexterously that though,
by his changing sides so often, it wes visible he was not to be depended
upon."1 Sheftesbury argued thut exclusion wes admissatble through precedence,
and that it wes particularly «imisseble in the present cuse because Jomes?
Cetholiciam wes & danger to the common good, Government, he believed, was
designed for the benefit of the subjects rether thun for that of the rular.2

Those vwLo opposed Shaftesbury felt thet exclusion was unlawful re-
gordless of precedent, If Jemes' religion wes dangerous, Parlisrent could
linit his powers respechiioly. The proposed limitstions would prevent James
from using his prerogative of veto, from meking appointments to offices, and
from raising eny militery forces without the permission of lf'arliamont.3 The
Tories £1ls0 felt that en sttempt et exclusion could lead to civil disorder,
ve James' followers and the Scotch royalists mizht come to his aid.4

The fiwst Exclusion Bill wans introduced in November, 1679, Cnly three
membefs of Commons opposed it, but the Lords downed it by thirty-three votes.5

It wes in 1681 that Shuftesbury end Buckinghem took the Dukse of Mone
mouth under thelr ccre znd appointed him the successor to Cherles, Monmouth,
the 1llegit1ﬁate son of Cherles, wes a favorite of hie father, &nd popular
with his countrymen. Shuftcsbury's party compeaigned with vigor, sud Konmouth
toured Lnglend in the czuse, About this tine a Presbyterisn plot to assase
sinete Charles wus discovered, This plot served to weuken the whiz position

elong with other fectors: Sheftesbury hed threstened Ormonds, Charlea® faith-

1, Burnet, op. cit., pPp. 34-33,
2, Ibide, PP. 164165,

3e Feiling, op. cite., P 133,

4. Burnet, op. cit., Pp. 165-166,
Se Felling, op. ¢it,, p. 182,
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ful director in Irelsnd, end Lord Russell hed intineted that would be bete
ter if Jumes were to suffer de:th then thst the country should suffer from
his aeeessioA. Al)l this mede for a Tory reactionj even moderute hizs were
driven to the Tory perty.l Charles had reached the limit of his leniancy,
Shuftesbury wes seved from being erreigned for treason by the London Wwhigs;
but the rerction againét hies perty was 8o strong thet he fled to Ilicllend
where he died, lonmouth was forgiven, but he was soocn et his formsr ac-

2 Jemes who hed

tivities esnin, efter which he went into voluntary exile.
been sent to Scotland during the Exclusion uproar, returned to Enslund,

Charles, mrde bolder by the Tory reection, reinst:ted James in his council,®

1. Ibidc. PPe 176"180‘
?e Mecauley, Oop. cit., pr. 209-210,

5. Ibid.. pT‘. 211-212.
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Charles died in 1685 while the mation still felt the Tory reuction;
therefore James' accession was rether well received in spite of his unpope
ularity, The first problem thet confronted Jemes wes the matter of revenue,
Perliament had settled the cuctoms revenue upon Charles only for his life-

t ime, Jémes needed money end4 Perliament was not in session: merchznts come=
plained that their goods remained in storehousea beceuse the tcxes were not
collected, Jemes, advised by Jeffreyg used his prerozative by declaring that
he would continue to collect the customs es8 Charles had dong. Along with
this declsration he found it necessary to ennounce the forthcominc elections
for Parliament,t

Not only did James regret heving to call Perliament because of the re-
strictions it would place upon him, but he also feared to displeese Louis XIV,.
James, like Cherles, found it necessary to eppeal to French aid, lLouis soom
ceme forward with money, for he was accustomed to the persimonious English
Parliements, Part of the French money wes t0 be used éo bribe members of the
Cormons.? Lord Mecaulay avowed thet Jomes mede himself a slave to Frence, but
if so he wes a reluctant sleve, Jumes believed in the prerogative and im the '
absolute monerchy, yet Parlisment made its function that of restricting his
power by refusing grents, Thus James wus forced to seek foreign eid, Louis
was anxious to keep the knglish king in this precerious position as it pree
vented England from becoming a threstening power to France.3

The elections for the new Parliament were extremely favorable to the

1 kscaulay, op. Sit., Pp. 349-350,
2, Ibid., ppr. 350=355,

3. Ibide, DPe 356-357,
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courts The custons revenue was settled upon Jemes with little discussion.
However the kings plens to sbolish the Test Act snd the Hebsas Corpus Act
were quite impossible for the Houses were Tory with e definite attochment

to the Established Churche Some of these Tories tried to pass a messure
calling for strict execution of the penel laws against all Nonconformists,
Jeames expressed his extreme displessure with the measure, Parliement e

greed to forget it when Jemes promised to protect the rights of the state
church, James through the use of his suspending power was able to relieve
members of his faith from the persecution of the pgnél lews, but he was neve
er satisfied with anything less than complete toleration for his faith,l

This waes his fatal mistecke, for ell the prominent Cetholie families would
have been satisfied with & gradual mitigetion of penel lews in & menner which
would have insured publie calm.2 James had good intentions, according to
Bredvold, for he did not want to force Catholicism on his subjects, but he
wented toleretion for Catholics in preéaration for the dey when the Protes-
tant, Prince of Orange, would succeed to the throne,>

In Merch of 1685 James prorogued his Perliesment es & means of thwerting

the anti-toleration movement.that hed been geining foroce, The Houses were
firmly set ageinst the repesl of the Test Act end penal laws, In the follow=
ing April Jemes declared an Indulgence Act which suspended the Test and pensl
lews for all Nonconformists, Cetholic end Protestant alike, All were allowed
freedom of public worship, Even though toleretion should have been e blessing
4o Nonconformists, it wes overshadowed by the fear of absolutism in an illegal

declsration, This Indulgence Act was & source of greet elarm to the Churech of

1., Dbid., ppr. 596=397,
2e Foiling, oDp. C’.to. PPe £12«213,
3. Bredvold, op. cit., p. 166,
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England, The Church suspected that the king wus ettempting en alliance
with the Protestent Nonconfommists in epposition to them, At this point,
Letitudinarien memders of the Church of England mede aprezls to the Dissen-
ters in the hope that they could prevent this alliance.l

Only a minority of the lNonconformists came to the court's side, The
far greater number of Presbyterians, Independents and Baptists remzined eold
to tolerstion, It may also be noted thaet William of Orange, the king's sone
in-lew, who wes growing in importance s a possible successor to the throne,
disapproved of the Ipdulgence Act, W#William now tried to elign the opponents
of the Aot under his leadorship.2

kKany prominent Englishmen &nd Scotsmen who had been EZxclusioniste fled
to the continent upon the accession of James, Here they united under Mon-
mouth and Argyle in 1685 to invade England, At this Particular time James
was on friendly terms with Williem, there heing some talk of an Znglish ale
lience with Holland &nd Austria egeinst Fronce, Williem made an ettempt to
prevent the embarkation of the English forces, but was unsuccessful, However,
Konmouth's invesion plans proved to be unsuccessful in the end, The king's
forces defected the rebels, snd Monmouth and Argyle were hanged, J:cmes' ree-
yonge even extended to the peusants in Lonmouth's renks, three hundred of
whom were sentenced to hanging by .Teffries.3

Mommouth's rebellion added to the fears of the Catholice, for it was
ebvious thet there was a large group of Englishmen who were antagonistic towards
the government, and who would toke arms egeinst it if success was reasonsbly to

be hoped for, Trevelyen remerked thut the only resson that Liommouth's men held

1, Macaulsy, op. cit., pp. 667=672,
2. Ibid.,, pe 690,

Se Ibid.. Po. 411-439,
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the field as long as they did was because of the helfehearted attitude of
Jimes® troops. They hated Catholics almost more thon they did the rebels,l
And, of course, Jumes' thorough revenge upon the rebels did nothing to heighten
his popularity with the people.

After the rebellion Jumes saw that Parliumcnt was not going to pess his
first Indulgence fcot, he dissolved it, GCovernment officisls were sent out to
question candidates for office in order to find out the sympathies of a new
Perliament, The results of the study were 80 discouraging thut a new elec=-
tion was not held, The Church of England held this as another grievsnce a~
gainst the Crown, and Jomes wes disappointed eganin in his plans for union with
the Church,?®

James hoped from the beginning that he could reconcile the Church of
Fngland to the Romen Church, In 1685 e pepel nuncio was received at court and
plsns made for a possibls union of the two churches, In 1686 an Xcclesissti-
oal Court wes esteblished, composed of three bishops, three officers of state
end a chief justice, This court wes the king's instrument for controlling the
Churech of Englend clergy and their universities, The court hed power to ex-
communicate members of the clergy, and it elso used its power to yemove entie
court individusls from university offices.a James turned out the Fellows of
two Oxford Colleges to convert the colleges into seminaries, Then he told
the Church of England clergy to cease all controversialist activities, Bishe
op Compton of London refused to suspend one of his clergymen for this offence,
and the Court thereupon relieved him of his function.‘ Theses actions nature

ally incensed the Church of Englend, csusinz e definite dresk between Jemes

l. Trevelyan, op. cit., PP. 431-423,
2. Clerk, op. cit., ppe 119-120.

3. Ibide, pP. 118119,

4. Trevelyan, ops cite, PP, 454-448,
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end the state church, By 1687 James had lost &ll hopes for e reconcilias-
tion,!
{ie cont inued to antagonize the istablished Chureh, and by 1656 he
hsd succeeded in filling most governmentel and military offices with Cethe
olics, Lord Sunderland who became & Cutholie, took the office of the Coun-
cil's president from the Anglicen "Trimmer,* fol:Li‘mx.2 Ormonde who had
served faithfully for meny years as command ing chief of the military forces
in Ireland, was replaced by the Catholic, RichamTalbot, Earl of 'I‘yrcpnnol.
Tymonnel purged the army of Frotestents: Lieutenant Congreve, the futher of
the playwright, wes one of those who lost his commission,® Bredvold hes roin-
ted out thz=t James intended to have these eppoinkents apsroved by Purlisment
upon the repeel of the Test Act, which, of course, never happened.4 le also
stated thot Tyrconnel was sent to Ireland to prepere that country as & pose
sible refuaze for Catholics when end if s I'rotestant should take the throne,
Yoderate Catholics were frightened by the king's rash actions, as they fesred
snother period of revenge and persecution with s jf"rotestant succession, which
seemed ineviteble s Jemes had no heir, By the end of 1685 some of these
Cetholics were meking pdans to flee to the continent for sarety.5
The second Indulgence Act wae esnnounced in ey of 1688, It sllowed en=-
tire freedom of public worship and removed the 'l'est from all Nonconformmists,
This Declsretion wes to be rend publicully by all bishops and by the clergy
in their diocceses for two successive Sundeys, Out of the hunired or more par-

ish churches in London there were only four in which the Declaretion wes reacl.6

1, Feiling, ope. cit., PPs £12-213,

8, Feiling, ops cit., pP. 212,

3¢ JoC, Hodges, %illism Consreve the Men {New York, 1941), pe 29,
4, Bredvold, op. cit., Appendix D, p. 171,

5., Ibide, Pe 176,

6. Mrcauley, OP. cite, Ppe 771774,




The eix bishops who had previously petitioned the king, explaining that
they were bound by conscience not to read the Decleration, because of its
illegal nature, were sent to the tower, rubliec indignetion wus kizh, Jumes
could have placrted the populace dby perdoning the bishops, but he was de-
temined to prosecute them fully, On the following Cundey & further st
tenpt ves mede to heve the Declerntion reud, but it wes 2180 unsuccessful,
The few clergymen who dared to reed it hed their corngregetions wzlk out on
them, ‘fhe bishops were sent up to triel snd es the proceedings took place
it became clear thet the centrsl issue wes whether or not the king's prero=
gative was legrl, but in spite of the court's attempts to puck the jury,
the biships were acquittod.l

The public rejoiced at the acquittal of the bishéps, showing clearly
where their sympathies lsy, Yet the everege Englishmen wes willing to put
up with Juemes as long es he hnd no heir, snd the Protestunt, %illiem of Or-
enge, was next in line, KHowever in 1687 Gueen Mary gove birth to a son, Fop-
ular opinion conceded the child to be & Jesuit trick to retein a Cutholis

succession, ‘The Dutch ambessedor wrote to Williem that not one Inglishmen

in ten believed the child to be the Queen's® These were durk drys for the
Cetholics, and Jemes wes on his wey out,

'this, then, was the state of affairs when Dryden beczme Caztholic, As
a men who was close to the court snd conscious of public effz=ire, he must heve
been fully ewsre of his situation; his political snd religious s=tires show
that he wes, This historiesl background hes deen a prepurztion for those ma
ture poems whi€h contsin evidence of his conservetive and esuthoritaeriesn thought.

In 1681 Dryden had written "Absalom &nd Achitophel," en excellent se-

tire upon Shaftesbury end the Exclusienists, 1In this poem Dryden defended the

1o Ibid., PPe 775-797,
2. Rig.. pp. 781’78:5.
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lewful, hereditcry succeesion sgeinet the cleims of monmouth, ! upheld
the evthority of the stete church end the monsrchy agrinst the Dissenters,
A second pert to "/bsalom end Achitorhel®™ wes published in MNovember of 1682

end sever=l veecks lrter "Relipglo Laici®™ eppeered,
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lewful, hereditnry suecession egeinet the cleinms of monmouth, Il upheld
the euthority of the stete church end the monsrchy against the Dissenters,
A second pert to ™/bsalom end Achitorhel®™ wus publirshed in November of 1682

end geversl veeks leter "Religio Leici™ epperred,
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Religio Laict

"Religio Laici” caming, as 1t did, so shortly after "“Absslom and
Achitophel®™ apprears to be an ebrupt transition from politicel to peligious
thought, but as we have mentioned before, political end religious thought

were closely united in the ceventeenth century,

Some Critics, emong then, iiacaulay end Van Daren have cleimned that
Dryden wes entirely wanting in edherence to principles of eny kind.l Ir
this wus the cese, he must have written solely for the occasion, "Relig=~
io laici,” of course, owed 1ts being to a definite set of circumstences,

It wes the scnsetion in religious end philosophical circles occasioned by
the publicetion of Henry Dickinson's FEnglish transletion of Richerd Simon's

Histoire Critizue du Vieux Testement, thet turned Dryden's attention to this

subjecty, In the preface to the poem he hed this to say about Father Simdn?a

book:

It renuins thet I scquaint the reader, that the verses
were written for en ingenious young gentleman, my friend,
upon his translastion of,'The Critical History of the 0ld
Testament,? composed by the learned Father Simon:® The
versos therefors are addressed to the translator of that
work, end the style of them is, what it ought to be, epis-
to:l.ﬂl'y.é

1, Maceulay, Miscelleneous works, VI, op. cit., pre 108-1573 Van Doren, John Dry=-
den, op. cit., Pps 141-143,

2, Father Richerd Simon (1638-1712) was the forerunner of modern biblical critie.
cism, Through use of intervel evidence, Father Simon came to the conclusion
that the Noszic booka were written by several inspired annalists, 1lis views
were not accepted during his lifetime, but his method of scholership has grine
ed eppreciation in modern time, Catholic tncyclopedia, IV, New York, Robert
Appleton Co., 1903,

3« Szott-Gaintsbury, op. eit., vol, X, pp. 31-32,
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Thus Fether Simon's book was en irmediate ccuse of TReligio Laiei,® but
that Dryden ceme to this subject without previous religious reeding or
thought is very unlikely,

Scott believed that Dryden's religious feeling was en underlying
motive for the poems, and thzt edded to this motive wss 2 politicsl de=-
sire to defend the Church of knglend egeinst the recslcitrant cectaries,
Scott thought that diseppointment end age mey have induced religious spec-
ulation in an otherwise secular xnnd.l Verrellegreed with Scott on this
point, Verell slso made the interesting supprosition thet, to Dryden,
Dickinson's translstion wes en opportune pretext for engeoging in the re-
ligioue controversy. Dryden felt that his groundwork in theolosy wes ine
secure 80 he covered it by meens of a complement to & friend's book, Howe

ever, in spite of his leck of theologic#l treining, he wus urged on by the

preplexity of certein religious problems; end this Verrall seid, vms his rea-

2
son for writing “"Religio laici.”
Saintsbury also was eonwinced b the religious sincerity of the poem,

Dryden considered the church as &sn integrel pert of the Tory system so if

he argued for the Tory perty, he would neturaelly heve upheld the Esteblished

Church too.5 The continuity of the politiczl end religious issues made it,

easy for Dryden to move quickly from a politicel satire to & reltgious poenm,

These two icsues had resolved out of the ropish Plot:i pocliticelly there was

the strugcle for end egeinet the Exclusion Billj end religiously there was

Sanishur

15Scott- Works, op. eit., vol. I, pp, 257-258,
2, Verrell, op. cit,, ppe 151-155.

Se Sﬂmtﬂbury’ -020 01t0' PPe 92-93,
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the struggle between the Ltate Church snd the Noneonformists, Dryden
dealt with the first iassue in "Absolem end Achitophel"™ and with the se=-
eond issue in "Religlo Iaioi.'l

Bredvold believed thet Dryden did not collect any new idess for the
express purpose of writing "Religio Laici,™ Father Simon's book aweckened
hin to a more complete realizetion of those idens which he ulreudy held,
but nevertheless, he was following a consistent train of thoug.;ht.2

Reviewing the poem from the standpoint of religion and politics may
demonstrete the euthor's motives and sincerity,

the introductory lines, which bonomy Dobrée hes described es ™mag=
nificent,'3 ere en eernest expression of the individusl and universal de-
sire of man to reach & divine, guiding primcipal, Dryden is saying that
© the 4im light of reeson may put us on the right path, but i{$ is only the
1lizht of reveletion thet can bring conﬁiction. heason is linited, there-
fore God has provided men with the uateiling light of revelation.4

So pale grows resson at religion's sight,

So dies, and so dissolves in supernstural light,

(11, 10-11)

The ergument of the poem &s it develops from this magnificant beginning is
clear and consistent,

The poet giwes an exposition on the attempts of encient philosophers
to reech truth through reason, These exceptionsl men by exercising a suwm
perior resson perceived a first principle, but they eould go no farther,

Epicures, Lucretius, even Aristotle, was uneble to determine the nsture of

this first principle, and least of all to find the meecns by which mam séuald

1, Ibid., p. 92,

2, Ber'O].d. op. cit.. ﬁo 107,
3. B%ngm *Pobroo. Poems of Drydea (London, 1934), p. xiii.
AT U TH
4fkﬁorks, op. oit., X, "Religio Laioci,” 11, l-ll, Scott-Seintsbury,
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1
achieve true hapriness, This 1s a skeptical exposition siniler to that
found in Monteigne's esseys on the three schools of classical philosophy.z
Dryden mey have relished Mcntaigne's retort: "Now trust to your Fhiloso-
phys boast thet you have found the been in the cuke, sfter heering this
racket from so meny philosophieal braina!"3

Dryden sums up this skepticel parsgraph with these cle=zr lines:

Thus, enxious thoughts in endleas circles roll,

Without & centre where to fix the sml,

In this wild maze their vein endesvours end: -

illow esn the less the grester comprehend?

Or finite Reason reach énfinity?

For what coeu'd Fethom God were more then He,

(11, 36=-41)

The srgumentative section begins with en attack against Deistas who
presumed to find the prineiples of God end His lsws by reason slone, De-
nying revelation, the Deist considered himself cepsble of geoining selvation
; simply by repentance and obeying the laws of netura.4 Here Dryden uses a
skillful ergument egainst the Deist, Hs clains thet what the Deists ate
tribute to reeson is actually the unconscious memory of what had once been
revelation.5 In the prefece to "Religio Laiei,™ Dryden proposes thet the
reveletion ennounced to Nosh end his generetion wus graduslly diminished and
corrupted with the pas-ing of time; thus "Deism, or the principles of natur-

el worship, are only the feint remnants, or dying fl=ames, of revesled reli=-

gion, in the posterity of Nosh .., SO0 thast we have not lifted up ourselves

l. 1d.. 110 12410

2, J.M. Robertson, ksgays of Monteicne, op, cit., pp. 495-515,

3. Ibid., pe Sl4.
4, "Religio Laieci,” op. cit., 11, 42-60,

5. Ibid., 11, 64=77,
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to God, by the wesk pinions of our reason, but Me hss been plersed to
desend to us; asnd wnst Socretes ssid of Lim, whet Plato writ snd the rest
of the herthen philosophere of severzl nstions, is s1ll no more then the
twiliaght of revelation, efter the sun of it wes set in the race of No=
eh."l Furthermore the pegan religions ettempted to expiate sin by sterie
ficiel offerincs, but the bloody offerings were an sbomination from a peo=
ple who h=d not the purity of contrition, The Deists &re esswiing that
they, mere men, siould mcke the terms of their enlvetion, 7This indepen-
dent attitude could heve upsetting politieal consejquences, Dryden compares
Cod to & weak king who must submit to the vaguries of his willful subjects,
Dryden slmays insisted on the necescity of euthority,

Then thou art justice in the last eppeel,

Thy eesy God instructs thee to rebel;

And, like & king remote end weak, must take

#het setisfection thou art plessed to make,

Dryden was Scholestio in his conception of men s a linited, finite
being who was mrrked by originel ain.3

Darest thou, poor worm, 6ffend Infinity?

£nd nust the terms of pe:uce be given by thee?

(11, 93=94)

Pope in his "Esssy on Msn" reflected the s:me sttitude,

All this drerd order breuk for whom? for thee?

Vile worm} -~ oh madnessy Pride} Impiety!}

(11, £57-258)

Both poets were declesiming the sin of pride; the sin which man in-

curred by verturing on forbidden pleces, It is an idex probzbly femilicr

to most religicms; but it wes especlally & prort of the medieval scheme of

10 Ibido. 110 64'770

2. Ibid.’

3. Cerl Becker, The lenvenly City of Iichtcenth Century hilosophers (New
llaven, 1922), Pe 7.

4. El win end Courthope, %orks of flexrnder rope, Vol, II (London, 1871-£9)
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things.l liere was the most dresded of &ll sins, bec:tuse by it nen sep-
srated himself in 11 respects from the iterncl Love.le thereby releca-
ted to himselfminfinite crecture, those quelities which God tlone pose
sessed, ty severing himselft from Ged, men mekes himself a god in his
own right, «nd rs such he commits the mo<t detestrble of Sins, Conse-
guently to the medievel mind, eny presunptuous ilnguiry into the nzture
of Ged or Lis Universe wes assuming & part for which he hod no scnction,
the rromethesn fire wes not meznt for men, God had given men both intel-
ligence =nd resrson, and they were good e£lthough limited., Therefore the
function of iantellicence wee "to demonstrute the truth of revealed knowe
ledie, to reconcile diverse end pregnetic experience with the rationzl
pzttern of the vorld s givean in faith,"?

Pope snid th:t m:n should 1limit himself to the study of munkind,
rtnd not venture to forbidden heights throurh a false faith in his facule
ties, Reeson to lope seems to have been s discerming judgemont or a con-
trclling elemeunt, rether than eny esctive intellectucl process.3

Two principles in humen n=ture reign;

Self-love, to urge, and hesson, to restrain...

(II, 11, 54-55)

To Dryden, rescson mey heve hed more signifiennce then it had for
rope, but rer:rdlers, he eligned himself with the kemen Catholic contro-
versiclists ¢f his tire by decryingz rezson.? This is the very besis of
his discourse e ainst tne veists,

To return to Dryden's ettrck on the Leists; whuat was his moswer to

1, J.Hs Rendall, The YNaking of the lodern bind, (New York, 1540), pp. 55-54,

2e BOCkCr. op. Cito. Pe 7
3¢ Elavin end Courtnope, op. cit., spistle II 1ll, 1l=i,
4, Bredvold, op. cit., Cunzp. IV,
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the problem of men's indebtedness to God? It lezds directly to the ree-
velztion of & mireculous Incernztion, Christ being both men end God wes
sble to szticfy the infinite justice of His Kether. Men by unitins hime
self to the manhood of Christ thereby offers «n infinite c£nd sufficient
rercrrtion to Cod, This wss the efficienl method by which Dryden backed
the Delst epoinst the well, Dryden, was not, us Scoctt hes said, "scep-
tical concerninz revesled religion,“l for his whole argunent rgzinst the
Deists is = treditionclly Christian arcunent b+sed upon revelrtion, pBred-
vold escsuned th-t Lcott feiled to distinguish between religious skepticisn
or "free-thinking® end philosophic=1 skepticism or fyronnism the letter
of which mcet frequently led to firm conserVLtlsm.z

Dryden now turns to the discussion of the nible s a written record
of llevelation, The Delsts raised e significent objection egeinst the aue-
thority of the Bible: of wh:t velue wes o reveletion th#t rernched only a
limiteéd group of menkind? Wwere &ll men from the beginning of time, who
had no sccess to Revelution,to be condermedr> To Dryden, this wus & sere
ious objedtion, end his only enswer was his fzith in God's mercy.

But boundless wisdom, boundless mercy, may

¥ind even for those bewildered =souls s vay,

(11, 188«1£9)

Dryden elwrys hoped for & mesns of sclvetion thet wes universel in scope,
For this reccon he disliked the creed of {t, fthenesius which epprrently
limited eclve=tion to e eeleet group, Lowever this ves a misunderstadding

of the *thenasian creed end the tezching of the Remcn Church which never dee

nied £ ualverssl sclveticn., Jlndsed this ssme faet 1imprlies, nevertheless, thet

1, Works, op. cit., I pv. 257=-258, Scott-Saintsbury.

?, Bredvold, op, cit., p. 171,
3+ "Religio Leiei®, op. cit., 11l. 168-18%,
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Dryden was looking for & universal church, a Cesthcllic euthority.l

Dryden then mekes & digression to Heary Dickinson, the tranclstor
of Frther Simon's scriptural trestise, frether Simon's scholoarly eriti-
cism proved the unrelisbility of the Bible es a sole mesns of revelation.2
The Cetholics, therefore, asserted that es the leriptures were errcneous
it was necessary to rely upon the ruthority of the church tredition for
guidnnce, Dryden cuestions this tenst:

If written words from time are not secured,

iHow ean we think heve orzl scunds endured?

(11, 270-271)

Hs boldly poes on to another objection ngainst the Roman Church: #hy 1a
this church nct ulso infellible in sepursting the true from the fulse el-
ements in the seriptures? However, these srguments eg:inct the Cotholie
Church do not have the sssured etrengtbh of those eprinst the Deists.3

t.fter these srgunents, he msokes a fortheright ststerient of his so-
lution to the problemj end this 1e the essentisl ides of the poem:

ore s:fe, ©nd much more modest 'tis, to sey

God would not leave munkind without a wuyg

And that the scriptures, though not everywhere

Free from corruption, or entire, or clesr,

Are uncorrupt, sufficient, clear, entire,

In £ll things which our needful feith rejuire,

(11, 295<300)

This is strictly a compromise in fuvor of the st:te church, slthcuch in
recching it he denies the busic element of rstionslism so izvort-nt to ths

Church of Inglund tenets., Fkrom this pcint to the end of the roem he deferds

the Church of Eknglend egrinst the Cetholics end the rrotectent secteries, By

1. "Religio Laici®, op, ecit., 11, 2ie-224,
2, Ibid,, 11, 225-275, .

3. mid.. ll. 284"294.
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horping over the hedge of rezscon, he lended on the comnrcmise c¢nd mr-de
the best of it,

Trzdition does hnve gome vilue, heinsists, but only in so much =as
it ern be intorpreted by those men of leurning whose tnlent fits them
to instruet, but es elwrys, the pibtle is "plein &nd clesr” in all things
necersary to selvetion, end es such it belongs to ell men rez:rdless of
their intellectusl ability.1 These ovrinions esre in eccord with Erosd
Church terching £s can be demonstreted by observing the sermons of John

2 Tillotson possesred en evengele

Tilletscn, one of its eminent divines,
3

ical spirit, #nd e belief in @ universel religion, It must be remembered

however, thet Tillotson buzsed his conclusions reg:rding the clurity of the

4 This 1s his

Seriptures on hie firm belief in the gationel powers of men,
explsnation of the clerity of the Bibtles "So when we say thrt the Scrip-
tures ere plein in 21l things necessary to fzith and e good 1life, we do

not mecn that every msn at firet hesring or rerding of these thianss in

it shell verfectly understuad them; but by diligent reedinz end consider-
etion if he be of good eppreshension end cepzsity, he mey cdme to a suffice-
ient knowledze of them, end if he be of meszner cepacity, snd be willing to
léarn. he mry, by the help of & teacher, be brousht to understnnd them with-
out any greet psins,"

Dryden then defends this proposition, that the Bible is ™a common

lergess to menkind,” egeinst the Cztholics who held thet their infa1llible

1, Ibid., 11, 213-355,

2, Xoffrt, J,, The Golden Pook of Tillotson (Londom, 1926),

3, Ibid., p. 69,151,
4. Ibid,, p. 100,204,226

5. Ibid., p. €8,
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Church slone hed the right to interpret scripture, 7The most thet he does
is to lesh priestcraft which he deteste. in sny fom, Cctholic or rrotes-
tant.l His trestment is comperutively light end satiriccl in reletion to
the poem ts e whole.2 The main objection to the church is th:t ehe denied
the leity access to the Bible,

God's word they hsd not, but the priests they hud.
(14 385)

%ith the reformetion the Bible wes hended to the leity, end the cone
sequences.were equally disconecerting, One feels that, to Dryden, the cone
secuences of this procedure were more disestrous thsn if the laity hed re=
mr:ined ignorrnt, Lis eriticism of the sectaries iz much mores serious than
thrt levelled et the Cr:tholics.3 lere his feer of mod rule, end his polite
icel conserveticsm #re obvious:

The book thus put in every vulger hend,

Wwhich ezch presumed he best could understend,

The camon rule was made the common prey

And et the mercy of the rabble ley.

(11, 400«403)

Both the Cetholies und the Secturies woere politicelly disruptiwe forces:
witness the I'opish Plot and the Exclusion Bill, Therefore Dryden accepted the
compromice, that is, he sccepted the Church of Fn:lend as the best means to
preserve "cormon cuiset,™ In aceepting this compromise he haud to hop some
more hedges, 68 his entire argument eguinst the Delstsc was fourht by demounc-

ing reascn, Yet in his conclusion he eccepted & fzith which definitely smi . om-

tiosmiistic, !He even advences one of their rotionelistic tenets when he says,

1, Hetred of priestereft has mever been absent from Cstholic litereture, for
excriple, Cheuser and Dente, While Dryden disliked priests, he disliked the
Puriten preuchers and divines much more than the Catholics, It is signifi-
cznt &lso thit he even lsshed Bishop Burnet vho wss of the Church of ¥ngland.

Ce "Religio I&ici.” ODe 01to‘ llo 371‘394.
3, Ibid,, 11, 309-420,



Yor cen we be decelved, unless we see

The scripture and the fathers disngree,

Ir, after all, they stand suspected still,

(¥or no men's faith depends upon his will)e

(11, 4339-442)
These lines zssept the necessity of ressom, psrticulerly the l=at line
which stetes that no men ¢an will to believe something which his resson
does not consent to, Tilletson seid it this wsy: "But a 1an czanot be-
lieve whot he will: the nrture of s human underst:nding is such thet {t
cennot asseat without evidence nor telieve enything to be trus unless it
sce resson to do so, snymcre then if & msn ean see a thing without light.'l

Drvden then turns sbout=fece end denies his fezlty to roascn by saying
thot those religious poirts which ceuse doubts ure superfluous enyhow, snd
mey be dleregrrdeds Thus 1t eppesrs thut Dryden did notedhere to the rae
tionslism of the Church of Znglend, but his politicul conservetism led him
to submit to the Church, The conclusion of the poexn which ennownces a wile
linzness to lesve interpretetion of disputed points in theolosy to speciele
ists in theology £nd men of euthority 1s sharply et werisnce with Protestant
individu:lism snd indicntes & frume of nind lerning towsrds Cctholic authore
iterionism,

Dryden becime Catholie in the esrly purt of 1666, Szintsbury hes noted
thrt Zvelyn's disry for Jenuwsry 19, 1€86, stnted thut Dryden end his wife
were known to sttend mass.3 There is no information reg»rding the detuils
of his coaversion., Iowsver we kunow thot the Cotholic, Duke of York, ascended

to the throne in Februmry of 1685, end it wes soon afterwerrds thz:t Dryden be-

ceme Cetholic, The entry in Evelyn's disry is the closest dute we hnve for

1, Tillotson, op. cit., Ps 99,
2, "Religio Laici,” op. cit., 1ll. 443=-350,
S.Scottelaintsbury, I, Oop. clt,, ft, p. 270,
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deternining the exoct dste c¢f his conversion,

After essuining the throne in 1685, James mrde plens to coopercte
with the rsteblished Church, He procleiied er Irdulgence ict in the
srre year which, however, met with disupprow.l from both the Church of
Enzland ¢nd the Frotestant Dissenters, Ile corntinued his efforts to court
tiie Let:blisl.ed Chureh, And 1t wes not until 10687 when ke proclsined his
secord Indulzence fet, thut he had cessed hie offorts srd turned to the

Di=senters,
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v
ilind a«nd the Funther

1

*The Hind end the Fanther” epperred a fortnicht sfter Jumes hsd pro-
claimed his 1687 Indulgence Act, Dryden stztes in the prefrce to the po-
em that 1t was intended to sntirize only those members of the Church of _
England en& of the dissenting sects who had remesined hostile to the Iﬁ-
dulgence Act.1

In the prefnce which was written efter the Declerstion, Dryden de-
fended the king's ection, In this act Jemes promised to'defend the Church
of Englend; to suspend sll penel laws against Noneonformists; to allow free-
dom of public worship to £ll Noneconformists, Catholies end Protestunt; to
8dolish the osths of supremecy, ellegiance snd the tests; to pardon the fore
mer 6ffences aganinst thepenal lawsj snd to essure the possession of ebbey
and church lands to their present owners.2 Dryden preised James for his
tolerznce, contrssting James' Indulgence Act to the revoc=tion of the Fdict
of Nentes by Louis XIV, Dryden elweys believed in the freedom of the indix
vidusl conscience, Each men, he said,"is absolute in his own breast, and
tccountable to no earthly power for thet which passes only betwixt God and
hime Those who ere driven into the fold ere, generzlly specking, rather
mede hypocrites then converts."3

Lord Macsuley, believing thnt Dryden bececme Cetholic in order to re-

ceive preferment from Jemes, felt thet "The Hind and the Fanther" wes written

1. Scottﬁﬁaintgbury. I, 22. cito. PPe 109’110.
2, Ibid., Pe 275, n.

3. Ibid., Pe 112
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to support the king's current policies, Lacauley noted thzt in the first
pert of the posm the Chureh of Englend was referred to with kindness as

at this tine James wos still hoping to bring it to his side, But by the
time Dryden reached the end of the poem &nd the prefsce, he hcd siven up
his plans for the Lesteblished Church snd hsd turned to tie Protestent Dise
senters for friendship, This cheznce of policy wes reflected in Dryden's
poem, end Liecsuley's observetions were correct. rrowever, this does not
destroy Dryden's sincere motives, for es & Cotholie, loyally serving e
Catholioc king, he still nourished the hope, in the firet yeurs of Jumes®
reign, that order end stebility mizht be echieved by eppezling to the roy-
slist sentiments of the Church of knglend,

In spite of mzcauley's caustic ceriticism of Dryden's chzracter, and
his political end religioué idees, he considered "The iiind end the Fune
ther" es Dryden's best works

In none of Drydents works ¢rn be found pessages more puthee

tic end megnificent, greaster ductility end energy of lsnguege,

or & more pleesing and verious music,

Scott saw Dryden's purpose as a more limited one, end indeed a very
praiseworthy one, which wes simply to secure under a cetholic king the priv-
eleses for Catholic knglishmen which were eccorded to other citizens. He
seid,

'The Hind end ranther' was written wita a view to obviete
the objections of the £nglish clergy and people to the power

of dispensing with the teat lews, usurped by Jemes II.2

Jemes in the Indulgence Act of 1687 sought to give Catholics ejusl prive

elegzes with the Church of England, but beccuse of the esntipathy of the

1, ¥ecaulay, History of Englend, I, op, cit., pp. 660663,

2. Scott-Saintsbury, X, op, cite, Pe 273,
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Church of tnglend, he was forced to grent the seme priveleges to the
froteastznt Dissenters whom he intended to use to fill up the middle-
eless gep in his administration.l Dryden, therefore, in "The Hind esnd
the Fanther” followed the policy of James by edvoceting Cetholic egucle

ity with the Church of England,

Christie considered the poem to dbe, primerily Dryden's defense of
his own conversion, The mein issue of the poem wes the defense of the
Catholic Church ageinst the Church of England; Christie slso reznrds this
poem es Dryden's bests

Power of argument and beauty of language end verse are
equelly conspicuous in this fescineting poam.z

To Bredvold "The Hind and the Penther™ wrns en argument eguinst rae
tionslism in religion, This method of Catholic epologetics, Dryden had
adepted for "Religio Laici,” end Bredvold sesys, "but in 'The Hind end the
Panther® the pole mic is Romen Cetholie and directed erminst the retionule
t{stic principle inherent in Protestsntism.™

The "Hind and the Panther® begimwith brief descriptions of the Cathe
olic Church &nd the various Protestant sects, The discourse is bezun by
8 criticism of the Socinion or retionslistic heresy,

“False Reynerd fed on consecrated spoilj

The graceless beast by Athanasius first

wWes chased from Nice, then by Socinus nursed;

His impious rece their blasphemy renewed,

And nature's king through nature's pptics viewed,

(11, 63=57)
*False Reynard™ wes the Uniterian group which Bed its foundetion in the

Arien heresy thst denied the coexistence of the Son with God., The heresy,

1, Trevelyan, op, cit., PP. 435436,
2. Chriﬂtio, OEQ Citt. p' I-hx.

3« Eredvold, op. cit., p. 124,
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though condemned &t the Counatl of liice, was tzken up by bocinnS‘.who
tsusht belief in cne God, denying the trinity end the divinity of Christ.l
Dryden bezins his former erguments sgeinst reliznce upon individusl rese
gon, The Protestant sects through constent division were slowly elinine
ating even the most cherished doctrines of Christianity, At this point
Dryden repects an srgument used in "Religio Leici®s

what welght of ancient witneass can preveil,

If priwvete reason hold the public scezle?

(11, 68=63)

One night note here thet the ergument against the SOciniens,z who
were extreme retionalists, wes eimed ut certain of the Church of Englend
divines, the party known as Low Chwrch, scme of whom were eccused of Soce
inienism, Tilletson whom we have menticned in regord to "Religio Laici®
wes one of these divines, In his sermons, Tilletson frequently hid to dee
fend hiaself egeinst the charge of Soclanianism, He stated his position in
this wuy:

But if this be Socinianism, for a msn to inquire into

the grounda and ressons of Christian religion and to enden=-

vour to give a satisfactory account why he believes it, I

know no wey but that all considerate, inquisitive men, thet

are above fancy and eanthusiasm, must be either Sociniens or

atheists,
Bryden rejected this f=ith in renson snd sought to substitute en infallible
authority in its plece, In "Religlo Leici"™ he had said:

Such an omniscient church we wish indeed;

'Tviere worth both Testements, end cast in the creed,
(11, 282-283)

1, Scott-Saintsbury, X, ops cite, Ps 128

2¢ Socinisnism was originated by Faustus Socinus, en Itelian theologian
(1539-1604)s Socinus denied the Trinity, the divinity of Christ, and
believed that salvation was to be achieved by the imitation of Christ's
virtue, He elso taught that the Bible was to be interpreted by, and as
being in eccord with, human reason,

3¢ Tilletson, op, cit., pP. 100§
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Now in "The Hird sud the renther™ he hss found the infullible zuides

But, gracdous God, how well dost thou proéide

For erring judgements en unerring guidel

(11, 64-65)

One might contraust the opening lines of this poem to those in "Re-
ligio Leiei™ which were also en ettack upon reeson, Althoush the sube
stance of the pessages are not different, the sririt.ig, for "Religlo
Leici" cold, philosophic end reasonasble, but "lhe Hind &nd the Fznther"
strikes & new note of intensity end sincerity of fe&ling thet czn only
be sccounted for by soﬁe geniune religious experience which h=d inter=
vened, Then Dryden proceeds to explain his own conversion in these fre
milier lives which have had seversl interpretastions:

Ny thoughtless youth wes winged with vain desires;

My manhood, long misled by wmndering fires,

Followed false 1light§ end, when their glimpse wes gone,

My pride struck out new sparkles of her ouwn,

(11, 72-75)
Scott interpreted the "vein desires™ of Dryden's youth to be merely the
indifference of a young msn to spiritusl things; the "false lights® of
his menhood were the Puriten beliefs which he held during the Commonweslth;
end the "new sparkles" were Delstical idees which he held from the Rese
toration to his e¢onversion in 1886.1 Bredvold hes shown that it wzs doubte
ful thet Dryden edherred to Deism during 1660-1686, %“Religio Laici," ae
bove all, gives oleer evidence thet Dryden rejected the rstionzlism neces-
sary to Deismy and furthermore the first pert of the poem is a criticism of
Deism.? In "The Hind end the Penther" Dryden not only rejects recson, but

he, like Eobbes, even questlions the sense fzculties in his discussion of

1, Scott~Saintsbury, I, op, eit., rp, £56-262,

2, Bredvold, op, cit., p. 109,
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transubstantistion,
find after th:t ¥rust my iaperfect sence,

Which calls in question his omnipotence?

Caen I my reason to my faltn coupel,

»~nd shall my sight, end touch, =nd teste rebel?

(11, 25-8¢)

Another significant distinction betwezn "The iind mnd the Puznther®
end =#n ecrlier poem "ibsalon &nd Achltonhel™ is Dryden's tresztnent of
the Cstholic doctrine of transubstanticstion. ™Abdszlom end Achitophel®
wes & conpletely seculer end political poern written in snger snd in =
time of excitement, =nd in it Dryden did not smee enything inceoncrmous
in meking a nunber of blasphemous remarks on the religious prectices of
his enenies, end indeed of the Cutholies, Iie zssocinted the doctrine
of troonsubetontiction with the Jesults end the iopish Flot, Ilis trest-

\]
ment of the doctrine, then, is completely politicel =nd serves s sutire
srz.inst & clergy who distmrbed public peuce,

The Lgyptisn Rites the Jebusites embrzetd,

%here Gods were recommended by their taste,

Such esav'ry Deities must needs be good,

g serv'd at once for worship and for [ood.

(11, 118-171)
However, "Abselom end Achitophel™ marks & middle stage in the consistent
development between the completely secular politicel satires and "The
Hind end the renther® which hes, unlike the other poems, pesstges of gen-
uine religious feeling, In this poem he presents the Cztholic arsuments
for transubstsntiation,

ifter defanding this doctrine, he repeuts this thousght from "keliglo
Leiei™:

llow cen the less the Grester comprehend?

Or finite Zsuson reecch Infinity,

{(Religio Laici, 11, 39-40)

In "The riind &nd the Fenther,™ he suys:



Let reison tiien st her own cuarry fly,
But how ean finite gresp infinity?
(114 104=105)
The enswer to £ll the cuesticns of fuith, reescn tnd sense Dryden sums
up in two couplets,
tod thus asserted, mcn is to believe
Beyond what sense and resson cen conceive,
ind, for mysterious things of faith, rely
On the proponent, heeven's suthoritye.
» (11, 118-171)
He hes no longer to feer beczuse of human freilty for uod through Revele
etion cnd tis infellible Churech hes provided men with en unfeiling guide,
Dryden next gives a history of the Presbyteri:n wolf whom he traces
back to Wisliff and the Lollemie, Lere he suggests the politicrl conse-
cuences of gecterisnism, Uryden considered the Lollexde to be d-n~ercus

to the crowum,

Becsuse of iwicliffe's brocd no mark he brincs,
But his inncte esntipethy to kings,

(11, 176-177)
But Dryden felt thet a policy of tolerstion tewerds Dissenters wes the
divine method ratber thsn cruel persecution; end he etetes egein his be-
lief in intellectual freedom,
Of all the tyrannies on humankind,
The worst is th:at which persecutes the mind,
(11e 239-240)

In this first pert of "The Hind =nd the Punther,™ Dryden m:kes the
Church of Englend the elly of Jumes II and his feith, Jrmes was working
to combine the Church of Englend end the Cstholics in en ellience egainst
the Dissenters for whom he hed little love, The Panther, on the Church of

Enrlend is next in purity to the Hind, Dryden gives & history of the Estabe

lishod Church, bteginning with the schism of Henry VIII, After this history
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Dryden preised the church for her support of the crovn, and essured her
thst Jemes would prctect her rights, The mein weskness of the Church of
Englend wes her leck of authority, Since the Penther rebelled sgainst
the true faith, her members have en egual rizht to ssperate froa her,
Thus is the Fonther neither loved nor fecred,

A mere mogk queen of & divided herdj

Whom soon by lewful power she might control,

Herself a part submitted to the whole,

(11, 497-500)

Thus if the Church of Englend were to subtmit to the Catholic Church, she
would enjoy sbsolute authority end rescus herself from the dangers of dise
sent end rebellion.

At the moment the first part of this poam wes published the country
wes little inclined to erguments such es these, snd if Dryden, &s his
Whig crities have meinteined, were seeking to feather his nest, this wes
certainly not the wey to do it. Jzmee, through his obstinute insistence
to cerry through e plen for Cetholic emencipation, wes gredually elimmoting
both the Dissenters snd the Eetebliched Chruch, However, the complete bresk

h#d not yet come when Dryden was writing the second part of the poem,
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2

The second part of "The liind end the Punther™ wes es Dryden seid,
meinly e dispute concerning Chruch authority.l He reviews the Popish
Flot, keeping in mind the fact that the Church of Englend &s & confedere
ate of the court, suffered with the Cutholics, The Puriten Diseenters
even asccused the Esteblished Church of herboring Cetholic doctrines be=
ccuse of her rdherence to certein rituels.z However, the Church of knge
lcnd proved that it held no Catholic sympathies by passing the Test Act
of 1678 which recuired that all persons holding public office remounce

belief in treneubstentistion which wes a basie Cztholie doctrine. Drye
den, egein, reveals the weckness in doctrinery instebility, end the ten-
dency towerds chenge,

There chenged your felith, and whet msy chenge mey fell,

Who can believe what varies everyday

Nor ever wes, nor will be &t a stay?s

(11, 35<«37)

Dryden proceeds to defend the infellibility of the Cetholic Church
egrinst the Fenther who esks for proof of thet infsllibility, Dryden
gives the Gellicen Councils who guided by "God's unfailing grace®™ could
not err in matters of faith or morels,

This need for suthority is basic in &ll Dryden's thought, In his
ergument eceinst the Protestent groups who ellowed individuel interpre~
toation of the Bible wes thet it resulted in religious enerchy and polite

{cel disturbances,

lo ScOtt-saintSbury. I. OE‘ 01to. Po 117,
2. Ibid.. 11. 1’28.

3. The source of these ideas is to be found in Lucretius £nd in the ene
cient concept of the permonence of the elements,
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Xo matter whst fissension lesders mirke,
Vihere every priw.te rmun may s8ave a stuke}
Ruled by the scripture snd hisown sdvice,
Ench has a blind by-peth to Puradise,
Previously in "Religio L:ici,™ Dryden hcd effirmed with Tillotson and
Stillingfleet that the seriptures were pleain end cleer in ell thinss nee
cessery to sclvetion, This wes the Anglicen "via medies,™ £nd he rejects
it in "The iind end the P:znther," for this wos & eanpromise which elso
lacked &n ebsolute euthority for interpreteotion,
The secred booka, you say, ere full and plsin,
And every needful point of truth contuin,
A1l who can rerd interpreters mey be.n
(11, 108-110)
The politicel end religious motives are intertwined, sund Dryden elveys
wonted euthority in government for the seme reeson that he later wanted
religious euthority, end thct wes his deeire for ®common quiet,®
It wes intinuted by Muceulay end Christie thit Dryden did not foreeee
the coming revolution, end th:t if he hed, he would never hsve changed his
faith, There ere evidences in "The liind end the Punther®™ that Dryden did
foreses the revolution, but his own personal conviction end his religious
experiences led him to disrezsrd the conseguences it mizht heve for him,
One of the first instunces of Dryden's recognition of a possible disester
in the future comes efter his discussion of tredition end the scriptures
vhen the ranther makes this threutening statements
e=weee gince lucre wes your trede,
Succeeding times such dreadful grps heve meads,
*Tiex drngerous ¢limbing: To your eons end you
I lenve the ledder, and its omen too,
(11, 224-226)
Dryden vrs ewr:re of a possible overthrow of the government end the revenge

consecuent with the eccession of e Frotestent king, He revenls: this fact

ggain in the third part of the poem when he clasins thut the ilind hes no fear
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of the Prnother beczuse of the Indulgence Act which forced the anther
to remzin pesceful in order to retsin the king's protection, But he also
edds thet the Church of knglend wes weiting to evenge herself when Iarliae
ment, which hed been prorogued since 16£5, should meet eguin,

The wery sevege would not give offense,

To foxrfeit the protection of her princej

But watched the time her vengesnce to complete,

When ell her furry sons in frecquent senate met}
(11, 22-25)
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In the third pert of the poemn, which wus written lnter with the pree
face, Dryden defends himself egrninst the chcmee thut he becume Cutholie
for the express purpose of receiving preferment from James, The Punther
hes just zccused Jemes of buying his converts, end the Hind m:kes this en=-
swer:

Now for my converts, who, you sey, unfed,

Heve followed me for miracles of bread,

Judge not by hearssy, dbut observe et lesst,

If since their chamge their losves h:zve been incressed,

The Lion buys no converts; if he did,

Besst would be =0ld =s fast 2a he could bid,

(114 221=226)
He goes on t0 ssy thot converts to Catholicism huve nothing but fe:r and
insecurity before them, The Chureh of England being stronger, elicys
threatered with her pencl lews, end even though Jemes suspended these laws,
they could be inforced egain in the future, Dryden ezcin proves th:ot he
hrd no illusions sbout his sgecurity es & Cutholic,

My proselytes are struck with swful dread,

Your bloody camet-laws heng blazing ofer their hend;

The respite they enjoy but only lent,

The best they have to hope, protraated punishment,

(11, 380=383)

The third pert of "The Lind end the Psnther” wes written efter Jenes
hed entirely given up hopes for en ellisnce with the Church of Englend, He
found it necessery to turn to the Pissenters for support egeinst the State
Church, end so he passed the Indulgence Act in 1687, Dryden's attitude
chenged with Jeme's policy., The Hind reminds the Fanther of their mutual
sufferings in the pest, end regrets thast they should pert now, The Panther
replies thet her cherity hed reached its limits end thut she had been friende-

ly merely out of deference to the crown,
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If to the lawful heir she had been true,
the peid but Caestr whut wes Caeshrts due,
(11, 59-60)

The Hind retorts: thnt the :tnther hesd reached the perting of the way
becsuse she h:d ellowed rreasbytericn doetrine to influence berj znd bee
cause she haed e stronger backing than the Hind she wes esserting her
force.l The Hind remind@:s the Penther of her doctrine of non-resistznce,
In 1683 the University of Oxford hed panssed & decree which strongly dee
nounced any reszistsnce to the orown es hereticel, This decreed demanded
strict obedience to s levful king, even if he were a tyrant.a The Hind
tells the rPonther that aslthough she mey support the Oxford decree, there
ere certsin members of her church wivdo not follow this teszching: they
are the Latitudinerians who hed ebsorbed Presbyterlen teeching, The Lae
titudinaerion or Broed Church group wes led by Tillstson, Stillingfleet,

end Burnety, These men were willing to e&bolish bisp¢prieo for the Fres-
byterian form of church government, and they elso put less emphaesis on
liturgy end the sacrements, Bumet beceme influentisl in guiding the plans
for the sccession of William of Orsnge,

Perhaps the most conclusive evidence that Dryden wes awere of the

precarious position of Cstholice when he entered the Chruch is the fable

of the sviallows &nd the mertins in the third pert of "The !llind end the Pene
ther®, In this fable the swellows represented the knglish Cetholics who
were preperinz to migrete before the epproaching winter, but the marting
or Father Petres, the leader of the radicel end Jesuit Cetholics, urged the
swellows to remein, They were essured by the false promises of a2 miraculous

spring, Unfortunetely they remsined end the swullows or modersztes died of

1, Scott-ceintsbury, X, op, cit., "Hind and the rtenther,” ll, 99-122,
2. Ibld.. 11. 135‘143.
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winter cold and the Mirtins were &ll killed by the town mob, Scott be=
lieved thst Dryden wus referring to a meeting of Cotholics ¢t Sevoy in
the fall of 1636, Bredvold foumd thet SCcott besed his interpret:tion
upcn kelph's history which h:d &8 its source & pumphet entitled, i Full

gnd Imperianl /ccount of sll the Secret Conaults, lezotistions, Ltrotazemd

end Intrigues of the Romish Party in Irelund, ¥rom 1660, to this Precent
1l

Yeer 1629, London, 1690, The informztion in the pumphlet wes hecrssy,
snd Bredvold points out thet as the evoy Consultstion wes never mentioned
in other places such &s the reports of smbescedors, it must have been 8
minor effisr, Therefore Bredvold believed thst the fable of the m-rtins
end svellows referred to every ceonsulteticn of the Cetholics from the ecw
cession of Jemes, In this feble Dryden shows tlet he fravored the moderate
Cetholie purty rather then Futher Petres end the extremists who pushed
Jemes to dengerous lengths.z Bredvold substentiztes his cleim by refere
ring to Dryden's letter to Etheruge of ¥Februsry 16, 1687, in which Dryden
regrets Jomes' policy of filling srmy posts with ¢etholics,® This is Bred-
vold's interpretetion of the febles

In its licht we mey stfely regsrd the fuble of the swal-

lows a8 the discreet expression of vatholic disepproval

of James &nd his policies, and the tragioc end of the

swallows e&s eymbolizing whet the Catholic were expecting

with deep apprehonsion.‘
A8 it is known that Dryden ge ined nothing finencially by his conversion,
end thet he wes fully ewsre of his doubtful future, it would seem that he

received the Cotholic faith with sincere conviction.

1, Bredvold, op, cite., P. 181,
2, Ibid,, pe 182,
3. Ibid.. p. 183.

4. Ibid,., p. 1lE2,
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vwe huve noted how Lryden's poem followed the policies of Jumes, how
the tirst two sections of the poem were devoted to & friendly sttitude
towards the vhurch of inglend end the third prrt znd the prefrce in fave
or of the Dissenters, This luast attitude wes churucterized in the tele
of the doves crd pigeons in the tlird part ¢f the poem, ‘the doves were
the Church of rnzlend clergy, &end Dryden's tre:tment of them i1s much hershe
er then thet given them in the first pert of the roem, nere he presented
a flattering cherscter sketch of Jumeg, "e plesin good z:sn™ whose Lenerose
ity led him to forgiive the injustice done him by the vhurch of Lnglend end
the Lissenters, Yet there was &n ominous foreboding in the person of Bure
pet who wes a prominent dove,

nor can th' usurper long &bstein from roaod,

Already he hss tosted riseon's Bloodg

1nd meybe tempted to his former fare,

when this Indulgent lord shall late to heav'n repeir,

(11, 1279-1282)

Dryden did cuncuge his interests with Jumes, but the most L:portunt fact to
keep in mind is thet he never chenged his fervunt partiscenchip in fesvor of
Cetholiciesm, "The !ind end the I'cnther®™ 1s s Catholic poem snd the culmine

etion of Dryden's politicel snd religious thought,
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VI
Dryden's character snd the Conclusion

1

Perhzps the last objections to the sincerity of Dryden's conversion
ere those chegzges brought ezeinst his cheracter, These are of little wvele
ue ian judging his sincerity, Dryden's cherscter, on the wihole, seems to
hove been sbove serious reproech., Indeed he possessed some sduirzble quele
ities for the age in which he lived, He was rercrkebly tolerent of the ine
tellectusl beliefs of otahers, An exemple of this hes been elrezdy cited
in the prefsce to "The Hind end the lenther,™ where he disspproved of the
use of force to inculecate religion, because it wes contrzry to his coancepe
tion of the rights of men, There is enother fine expression of this tol-
erence in a letter written to the poet, Dennis, in 1693,

For my principles of Religion, I will not justifie them to

you, 1 know yours are far different, Fkor the same Reason

I Bhall say nothing of my Principles of State, I believe

you 1in yours follow the Distates of your Resson as 1 in

smine do those of my conscience, If I thought myself in an

Error, I would retract ity I em sure thut I suffer for them;

and lkiilton mekes even the Devil say, that no Creature is in

love with Pain,t : |

Along with this toleresnce, Dryden possessed a quick wit end en order=
ly mind which wees wellesuited to satire, Eis skeptical outlock tempered
by his generous end tolerent nsture, led him to en elesveting conception of
the art of satire, His strong sense of order, he quick retionsl mind, end
the wonderful technicel device which he hed perfected in the heroic coupe
let mzde him the most powerful sapirist of his time, It 1s his use of this

powerful instrumnent of satire which revecls &8s much es anything else his

1, Cherles E, Wurd, The letters of John Dryden (Durhem, N,C., 1942), p. 73,




82

strength of charscter, Saintsbury hze said, "There never perhaps was a
satirist who less abused his power for personnl ends."l Anmong our modern
critics Van Doren hed this to say of Dryden's setire:

He bitterly hated few persons, perhcps none, but he was cepe

able of & sublime contempt, and it wes contempt that he knew

perfectly how to put into meter,<
fnd finelly Bredvold has peid him this tribute:

He hed too much diznity to be egotistically waluble, but

he often spoke incidentally ebout his work and himself with

sdmirable cendor, without either felse modesty or false pride.3
Dryden clerified his position in "The Original mnd Progress of Sztire.®
In this essay written in 1693, he stated' those principles which forbid
him the ebuse of satire, !He reveeled his generous, upright nuature when
he stid, "we have no morsl right on the reputation of other men.""' He
rorely defended himself om returned the sbuse thet was sent his wcy, The
only time that he ever went to eny grezt lengths to ensver en sttack was
in his satire on Shadwell end Settle, These writers had attscked hix vio-
lently in "The Xedal of John Bayes® which eppeasred efter Dryden's "The
Nedel,™ Srintsbury hes ssid thet this work of Shadwell and Settle was
"perhaps the most scurrilous piece of ribaldry which has ever got itself
quoted in English ].it.ereturo."5 Dryden answered with "¥ac Flecknoe®™ in Oce
tober of 1682 end leter in the szme ye=zr with the setire of Doeg and Og in
the second part of "Abeselom end Achitophel,.®

Dryden used satire es a politiecz1 wempon end he used it skillfully,

Yet, s Seintebury has srid, he trested the objects of his satire with e

1. Seintsbury, op, €it., pe 80,
2. Vtkn DC!‘OH. OE: cit.. p. 145.

Se BrOdVOld. 02: Cit.. Pe 6e
4, W,P, Ker, kssays of John Dryden, Vol. II, (Oxford, 1900), p. 79,

S5 Saintsbury, OPs cit., p. 85
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"good-hunoured scorn® rs=ther then with a viclous cruelty.l Dryden made
this statement of his method of chrracter s~tire:

How eesy is it to cell rorue and villein end that wittily}

But how hard to meke a man eppeur & fool, 2 bleckhead, or

knsave, without using any of those opprobrious terns! To

spare the grossness of tne numes, snd to do the thing yet

more severely, is to draw a full face, and to make the nose

and cheeks stand out, and yet not to employ eny depth of

shadovwing esee Yot there is still & vast difference betvwixt

the slovenly butchering of a man, end the fineness of a

stroke that seperstes f{he heud from the body, and lecves it

standing in its place,

Dryden wes never & "sloveuly butcher,” and perbmps the best illustrae
tion of thie fect is his "Zimri" in "Abealom end Achitophel.” lie, himself,

”
steted thet he thought this charecter to be vorth the whole poem,” He 4id
not deviete fran the true character of Buckinghem, but presented those sides
of his character that were, in a way, triviel end ridiculous, It wes this
ouxlity in Dryden's setire thet made Dr, Johnson spy, "his complsints are
for the greester pert general; he seldom pollutes his pege with en adverse
neme,"4 Those sttributes of Buckingham's chsrecter described by Dryden ere
goneralities thet epply to men in eny sge, This universsl ocueclity of his
setire mede it rise asbove that of his contemporuries, and hes made it appre-
cieted in the twentieth century. Sir wulter ialeigh in his esszy on Dryden
hes observed this sdmireble cuelity of the poet's setire:
One of the greust fascinations of Dryden's satire is its
perfect ease of spplicetion to our own time, The divisions
of opinion, the faibles, and the characters that he describes

are alive smong us to-day, Onlg the povwer and the will to sz-
tirize them have grown feebler,

1, Ibid., p. 76,

2, Her, op, cit., pp. 92-93,

Se¢ Ibide, Pe %4

4, Milnes, op, cit.,, p. 53,

5 heleirh, op, cit., pp. 167-168,
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Thus we have touched briefly upon the merits of Dryden's satire
which wes written during his most active years &nd represents his mature
work, Iis period of politicel satire ended with the depositdon of Jumes

in 1688,
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After the Revolution of 1688, Dryden was deprived of his Loureste=-
ship snd forced to dburn to writing egein es his meens of livelihood, ile
devoted himself mainly to the tranelction of the clussics, In 1693 he
publizhed his transletion of Persius snd Juvenal with somekOvid end [lo=
mer, Leter he trenslated Virgil, Theocritus, Lucretius, liomce, end Cheu=
ger's rsbles,l

Evidence from his letters shows thut he wus frequently und:r fincne
cial strain, apparently his publisher Jacob Tonson mede thin;e somewhab
difficult for him, In a letter of October 29, 1695, Dryden dsrended his
thirty shillings for ezch book of Virgil, &nd complained of his publishe
erls persimony.2 In spite of this trouble with Tonson, Dryden obstine
ately refusea to dedicete his Virgil to hing xilliam, Szintsbury felt
thet this wes strong proof thet Dryden mesnt to stand by his principles.3

It seems that the fin=l and best evidence thust Dryden wes sincere
in nis religious fuith 18 the fect that he never vevered im his fcith
when he lost his Leureateship and suffered the hurdships vhich being e
Caetholic demandeds lie hed found whot he considered to be the true faith;
he hrd eccepted it intellectuelly end for that recson he refuced to relin-
quish it. In his intellectusl acceptance there were two fsctore upon which
wo een buse his sincerity: religion &nd politics,

The fact that religion end politics vere closely connccted must never

ve forgotten in deeling with Lryden's conversion, Therefore z8 an ardent

1, Seintsbury, op, cit., pr. 134-172,
2e ‘l‘:ﬁrd. OE' c_i_.;t_.. PDe 77<98,
3. Saintsbury, op. cit,, p. 123,
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Royalist he wented order, pesce end law firmly esteblished in the stote,

He hcd mede clesr in ™Abselom end Achitophel®™ end "The Yedal" thot sn un-
broken trsdition of succession was the most effective wry of securiug order
and etsbility,

Evidence seans to show that the eccession of Jsmes, the Cstholic Duke
of York, wes the event which brought ebout Dryden's finsl dccision, Iowe
ever, the evidence does not show et ell thst 1t wes sordid motives or prece
tical finesnciel considerctions which prompted Dryden's conversion, All his
intellectusl end personesl motives were prepcred to eccept Cuthelie ism, dbut
it was the sccession of e lewful king who wes Castholie, thut induced him to
teke the final stdp, GLuestions of perscnzl advsntcge, no doubt, helped to
influence hin, but it was the coslescing of Dryden's politicsl snd relig-
jous ccnvictions in surport of a Cetholie ruler who wes to bring unity to
the church snd stzte, thnt brought ebout his conversion.1

while the king was ostensibly a Protestznt end hecd of the Usteblished
Church, 8ll the political erguments scted as & bresk upon Dryden's Catholie
tendencies a2nd kept him a loyaul member of the Church of fnglcnd, e position
he h=d defended in "Religio Lcici,™ But the moment the traditionrl «nd lawe
fully esteblished king wes a Cotholic, the politicel sttitudes and asrgunents
which held Dryden fast to the Church of inglsond began to work in favor of a
Catholic conversion, This is what heppened when the uatholic Duke of York
beceme king in 1685,

The final result of this study of Dryien's thought must be to vindie
cate his intellectusl honesty end to see him in & light tn:t is ss favore

¢ble as that in which any man of letters in the seventeenth century surrounded

le Such impeccebly devout figures as Donne end Ilisrbert were not above cone-
sidaering the adventage of personel edvencement in planning their careers,
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hi self with, His consictency 18 no leess certein, though it hes been
mwligned then is thv ¢ of Milton, while his cherrcter is certcinly more
stirctive tnan thrt of the h-rsh end crzbbed Furitsn genius,

To the liver:l mind of the twentieth century, it is true, Drycden
mey geon reécctionery snd undcmoerstic, It mey elso be wrged thit he was
e s»okesnrn for & politiecl group thet hindered the normrl presress end
freceiom of inglish Ferliwmenturien government, But such people f:=4l to
plcce thenselves in the seventeenth century stmosphere, snd tre judgcing
Dryden by stendnrds th:t would have been meunincless even to his opronents,
If he fesred innowvrtion trnd loved pecce, Le zrrived st those idezs through
ectucl experieuce end h=rd historic:l fect, Ile txruth of the mctter seems
to be th: t Iryden's conversion wee sincere, th:t it wes persistent even
when it me.nt hordshlp end penury, ecd thet it wss the logicel If not ine
evit:ble cutcome of his love of order ¢nd his derire for the unity of ¢hureh

snd strte under the constitutionsl king,
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