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PREFACE

OF THB

_TRANSLATOR.

REeapzr,

N the work laid before you, you are not to
I expe&t the beauties of imagination ; truth
alone is the obje&t of this refearch. Hiftory has
always been confidered as the fchool in which
the ftatefman is to learn the art of gevernment ;
the citizen to read with awe of thofe difaftrous
days of bloodfhed and rapine, expreffed by the
term Rewvolution. This work will lay open the
moft terrible, and perhaps the moft aftonifhing
concatenation of intrigue; that has ever entered
the mind of man, to bring about the dreadful
revolution, with which all Europe has been con-
vulfed. '

_ The Firft Part will contain, THE ANTICHRIS-
TIAN CoNsPIRACY, or that of the Sophifters of
Impiety againft the God of Chriftianity, and a-
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TRANSLATOR’S PREFACE.

gainft every_religion. and every altar, whethe
Proteftant or Catholic, Luther'gn or ’Caliliniiﬁ’ ’
provided it be but Chriftian.

L)

The Second Part will thow, Tur ANTI-MO-
NARCHICAL 'CoNsPIRACY, or thatof. the Sephif-
ters of Impiety, coalelcing with thofe of Rebellion
againft all kings.

The Third Part wilkdemonftrate Tur ANTI-

soc1AL CoNsPIRAcY, or that of the Sophifters

of Impiety coalefcing with thofe of Anarchy againit
every religion, -againft every.government, with-
out even excepting” the republicah, againft all
civil fociety and all property whatever,

The firft of thefe canlpiracies-was that of thofe
men. called Philofophers. The fecond that of
the Philofophers united with the Occult ‘Lodges

. of the Freemafons.* The third was that of the

Philofophers and the Occult-Mafehs ¢éoalefced
with the Illuminés, who generated the Jacobins.

, It is with confidence that we prefent the firft
volume to the public, after the approbation which
one of the moft diftinguithed authors of the age,
both for his political knowledge, and the noble
ardor he has thown in his writings to fubdue the

owing evil, was pleafed to exprefs, when he
read the firlt volume of the French original,

. He was flattering eﬁ‘ou%h to fay, in writing to

the author, ¢ The whole of the wonderful nar- -
¢ rative is fupported by documents and proofs,

* We fay O¢curt LdDGES, as the Freemafons in general
were far from being acquainted with the confpiracies of the Oc-
cult Lodges; and indeed mahy were not people to be tampered
with. It might be objected, that all lodges were eccult : with
regard to"the public they were fo ; but befides the common
lodges, there exifted others which were hidden frem the gene-
rality of the Freemafons. It is thofe which the author ftyles
aumxns LoGEs, and that we have tranflated by Ocqur®

«@PGES. o L e .



TRANSLATOR’S PREFACE.

¢ with the moft juridical regularity and exa&®-
¢ nefs. The reflexions and reafonings are in-
¢¢ terfperfed with infinite judgment, and in their
¢ moft proper places, for leading the fentimerits
¢ of the reader and preventing the force of plau-
¢ fible objections. The tendency of the whole
¢¢ is admirable in every point of view, political,
¢ religious and philofophical.” "

After fuch a decided opinion on the French
original, the tranflator cannot but think it a duty
he has fulflled in laying fuech a work open to thofe
of his countrymen, who may not be fufficiently
verfed in the French language ; and if in fo crit-
ical 2 moment, he can, by this means, ferve his
country, he is willing to take upon himfelf all
thofe inaccuracies of ftyle, which are too fre-

_quent in ¢ranflations, efpecially when done in
hafte. That the reader may be inftruted in thefe
dreadful plots, and be acquainted with the whole
aﬁxd, nothing but the truth, is the fincere with of
the

TRANSLATOR.

It would be ufelefs to'add, thatin all quota-
tions the moft literal exactnefs has been obferved,
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Preliminary Difcourfe.

AT an early period of the French Revolution, there
appeared a fe& calling itfelf Jacobin, and teaching zhat
#ll men were equal and free ! In the name of their equal-
ity and diforganizing liberty, they trampled under foot
the altar and the throne; they ftimulated all nations
to rebellion, and aimed at plunging them ultimately
into the horrors of anarchy. :

At its firft appearance, this fe counted 300,000
adepts ; and it was fupported by two millions of men,
fcattered through France, armed with torches and
pikes, and all the fire-brands of revolution.

It was under the aufpices of tBis fe&, by their ine
trigues, their influence, and their impulfe, that France
beheld itfelf a prey to every crime; that @ foil was
ftained with the blood of its pontiffs and priefts, of its
rich men and nobles ; with the blood of every clafs of
its citizens, without regard to rank, age or fex | Thefe
were the men who, after having made the unfortunate
Lewis XVI. his Queen and Sifter, drink to the very
dregs the cup of outrage and ignominy duting a long
confinement, folemnly murdered them on a {caffold,
proudly menacing the fovereigns of the earth with a
fimilar fate!| Thefe are the men who have made the
French Revolution a fcourge to all Europe, a terror to
its Powers, who.vainly combine to ftop the progrefs
of their revolutionary armies, more numerous and de-
ftru&tive than the inundations of the Vandals.

Whence originated thefe men, who feem to arife -
fr%n lth; bowels of the caréh, who ftart into eXiftence

o i »
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P‘RELXMINA!.Y DISCOURSE.

with their plans and their projetts, their tencts and
their thunders, their means and ferocious refolves;
whence, I fay, this devouring fe& ? Whence this fwarm
of adepts, thefe fyftems, this frantic rage againft the
altar and the throne, againft every inftitution, whethey
civil or religious, fo much refpeéted by our anceftors ?

-Can their primogeniture in the order of the revolution

give them this tremendous power, or were they rot
anterior ? is it not their own work ? where then was
their hiding place ? Their fchools, their mafters, where
fhall we find them, and who will.dive into their future
proje&ts ? This French Revolution ended, will they,
ceafe to defolate the earth, to murder its kings, to
fanaticife its people ? .

Thefe certainly are queftions' that cannot be indif-
ferent to natians or their rulers, or to thofe who watch
for the happinefs and prefervation of fociety; and
thefe are the queftions which I will attempt to anfwer.
T will feek their folution in the very annals of the fe&,
whence I will thew their plans and {yftems, their plots
and means. Such, Reader, will be the objeét of the
following Memoirs. ' :

Had I feen the plots and oaths of the Jacobins end
with the difafters they produced ; had Ifeen the cloud
of our misfortunes diflipated with the French Revo-
lution, ftill fhould I ftand convinced of the importance
and neceflity of difclofing to the world the dark re-
cefles from whence it burft into being. =~

‘When @kh awe and reverence we read of plagues
andother Icourges that have defolated the earth,though
the danger may be pafled, they are not to be confid-
ered as objelts of mere curiofity. In the hiftory of
poifons we find the antidotes 3 in the hiftory of mon-
flers we learn the weapons that deftroyed them.
‘When former fcourges re-appear, or are to be appre-
hended, is it not our duty to explore the caufes which
firft promoted their deftru&ive influence, the means
by which they might have been oppofed, and the er-
rors by whieh they may again be produced ? The pref-
ent generation is inftruted by the misfortunesof the
paft ; be then the future inftruted by the hiftorgmof
ours. » c
But we have evils yet more prefling to combat : ‘the
prefent generation has been deluded 3 and fuch delu-
fions muft be donc away as may double our misfor-




.-

PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE: ¥

tunes in the inftant when we think ourfelves moft fe- Firft error
.cure. We have feen men obftinately blind to the ::u}lc'eof
caufes of the French Revolution : we have feen men (e revolu-
who withed to perfuade themfelves that this confpiring tion.

and revolutionary fe& had no exiftence anterior to the
revolution. In their minds this long chajg of miferies

which has befallen France, to the terror g all Europe,

was the mere offspring of that concourfle of unforefeen .- .«
events infeparable from the times; it is in vain, in
their conceptions, to feek confpirators or confpiracies,
vain to fearch for the hand that direéts the horrid
courfe. The man who rules to-day knows not the
plans of his predeceflor, and he that fhall follow will,
in their opinions, be equally ignorant of thofe of the
prefent rulér.

Prepofiefled with fuch falfe ideas, amd ating under
fo dangerous a prejudice, thefe fuperficial obfervers
would  willingly make all nations believe, that the
French Revolution could to them be no caufe of alarm 3
that it was a volcano rapidly venting itfelf on the un.
fortunate country that gave it exiftence, whilft its focus
and its origin remain unfathomable. Caufes unknown
(they will fay) but peculiar to your climate; elements
lefs fubject to ferment ; laws more analogous to your
chara&ter ; the public fortune better balanced ; thefe
and fuch as thefe are reafons fufficient to make - you
regardlefs of the fate of France. But fhou]d fuch,
alas! be your impending fate, vain will be your efforts
to avert the threatening blow. The cogourfe and
fatality of circumftances will drag you towardsit; the
very ramparts you fhall build againft it will fall back
upon you, and perhaps level the {pace that now divides

ou from the horrid fcene of anarchy and defolation. - :

‘Who could conceive, that fuch was the language I - '
have heard fall from the mouths even of thofe. whom
the unfortunate Lewis XVI. had called near his perfon
to ward off the blows perpetually aimed at him by the
revolution ! a language better calculated to lull all na.
tions into that fatal fecurity which portends deftruc-
tion.—I have now before me the Memorial of an Ex-
minifter, confulted on the caufes of this infernal revo- 4
lution, and in particular as to the chief confpirators, .
~ which he fhould have better known, and on the plan

of the. confpiracy.—1I hear this man anfwering, that it
would be ufelefs to feek either men, or any fet of men,
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eonfpiring againft the altar and the throne, or to fap-
pofe that any plan had been framed. Unfortumte
monarch| Are thofe who are to watch tor the fafety
of your perfon, for the fafety of your people, ignarant
of the names, of the very exiftence of your enemies?
If then wegbehold both you and your people falling
¥ickims to their plots, can we be aftonithed ? '
Truths Strang in the fa&ts, and armed with the proofs thown
:;m:“‘t"l in the following Memoirs, we fhall hold a very differ-
sor. O ent language. We fhall fhew that with which it is
' incumbent on all nations and their chiefs to be ac-
' ﬂ:ainted : we fhall demonftrate that, even to the moft
horrid deeds perpetrated during the French Revolu-
tion, every thing was forefeen and refolved on, was
combined and premeditated : that they were the off-
fpring of deep-thought villany, fince they had been
prepared and were produced by men, who alone held
- the clue of thofe plots and confpiracies, lurkingiin the
fecret meetings where they had been conceived, and
only watching the favorable moment of burfting forth.
Though the events of each day may not appear to have
been combined, there neverthelefs exifted a fecret agent
and a fecret caufe, giving rife to each event, and turn.
ing -each circumftance to the long-fought-for end.
Though circumftantes may often have afforded the
pretence or theé occafion, yet the grand caufe of the
revolution, its leading features, its atrocious crimes,
will ftill remain one continued chain of deep-laid and
premeditaged villany. . ¢
econder-  In revealing the obje&, and fhowing the. extent of
ror on the thefe plots, I meet a fecond error, more dangerous
naturcof  than the firft. There are men who make no difficulty
ﬂfnf“"l"' in owning that the French Revalution was premedita.
' ted, but that the intention of the firft authors was
pure, and that they only fought the happinefs and re-
generation of empires'; that if great misfortunes have
fince happened, they arofe from the obftacles ‘thrown
in their way ; that a great people cannot be regenera.
ted without commotion, but that the tempeft will fub.
fide, and a calm fucceed the fwelling billow. Then
nations, aftonifhed at the fear they had corceived of
the French Revolution, and true only to its principles,
will be happy in imitation, ’
This error is the favorite theme of the Jacobin mif-
Sonaries ; it was this that gained them their firft in-~
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fruments of rebellion 3 that cohort of conftitutional-
ifts, who ftill look on their decrees of the RiGHTs or
Man as the fummit of legiflative perfeiion, and fill
impatiently wait the fatal day when the world thall im- .
petuoufly move in the fphere of their political rhapfo-
dy. It was this that gained them that prodjgious num-
ber of votarics more blind than wicked, and who
might have been miftaken for honeft, if virtue could
have combined with ferocity in fearch of happier days.
It was this that gained them thofe men whofe well-
meant, though ftupid credulity, mifled them to beliewe
in the neceflity of the carnage of the 1oth of Auguft,
and of the horrid butcheries of the 2d of September 3
in a word, all thofe men who, in the murders of 3 or
400,000 fellow-creatures, in the extermination of mil-
lions of viQims by famine, the fword, or the guillo-
tine, feek confolation, in fpite of this depopulating
fcourge, in the empty hope that this dreadful chain of
horrors may be produitive of happier days.

In anfwer to thefe fallacious hopes, to thefe preten- Truths

revolutionary fe&, their true proje@s, their confpira- |
«cics, and their means of execution. I will fhow them,
for they muft be divulged, the proefs being acquired.
The French Revolution has been atrue child to its pa-
rent fe& ; its crimes have been its filial duty; and
- thofe black deeds and atrocious alts, the natural fequel
of the principles and {yftems that gave it birth. I will
thow more 3 fo far from feeking future profperity, the
French Revolution isbut a fportive eflay of its firength,
while the whole univerfe is its aim. If elfewhere the
fame crimes are neceflary, they will be committed ; if
equal ferocity is neceflary they will be equally fero-
cious 3 and it will extend wherefoever its errors are
received.

ded good intentions, I will oppofe the real views of this Cgem}’cf;:‘!l

rror.

The refle®ing reader muft then conclude, that ei- True con-

ther this Jacobin fe& muft be crufhed or fociety over- f:chz‘ll:;:“

thrown : that all governments muft give place to thefe ¢rythe,

maflacres, thofe convulfive diforders, and that infernal
anarchy which rages in France : ’tis truc there is no
other alternative, univerfal deftru@ion or extin&ion of
the{e&. Butlet it be remembered, that to crufh a fe&
is not toimitate the fury of its apoftles, intoxicated
with its fanguinary rage and propenfe to enthufiaftic
saurder, 5 is mot to maffacre and immolate itsadepts,
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or retort on them the thunders they had hurled.
To crufh a fe&, is to attack it in its fchools, to reveal
its impofture,and thow to the world the abfurdity of
its principles, the atrocity of its means, and above all
-the profound wickednefs of its teachers. Yes; ftrike
-the Jacobin, but fpare the man ; the fet is a feét of o-
pinion, and its deftrution will be doubly complete on
the day when it is deferted by its difciples, to return to

- the true principles of reafon and fociety.
The fet is monftrous, but all its difciples are not
monfters.. Its care in hiding its latter projeéts, the ex-
“treme precaution with which it initiated the chofen of
‘the ele&t, thews how much it feared the defertion of the
multitude of its difciples, and its confequent deftruc-
tion, had the horror of its myfteries been furmifed.
-For my part, I never doubted, how depraved foever
the Jacobins may have been, that the greateft part
would have deferted the fect could they have forefeen
whither and by what means they were led. Could the
French people have followed fuch chiefs, had it been
poflible to make them conceive to what lengths the
plans and plots of the confpirators would carry them !
That thefe  Were France, like hell, a bottomlefs pit, impenetra-
‘P}“:"! ape Dle to every voice but that of the fiends of the revolu-
kno‘i,m’ © _tion, ftill itis not too late to acquaint other nations of
theinterett their danger. They have heard of the crimes and
ef all na- mijsfortunes of that revolution, let them learn the lot
Hemsi  that awaits them fhould Jacobinifm prevail; let them
learn that they are not lefs within the grand revolu-
-tionary circle than Franceitfelf ; that all thofe crimes,
the anarchy and bloody fcenes which have followed the
diffolution of the French empire, equally await all ather
nations ; let them learn "that their altars and their
thrones, their pontiffs and their kings, are doomed to
the fame fate with thofe of France : all are compre-

- ‘hended within the grand confpiracy.

Snterelt of ~ When a phantom of peace fhall feem to terminate
all govern- the prefent war between the Jacobins and the combi-
ments. ped powers, it certainly will be the intereft of all gow-
ernments to afcertain how far fuch a peace can be re-
lied on. At that period, more than at any other, will
it be necefary to ftudy thefecret hiftory of that fet,
which fends its legions rather to fhiver the fceptre than
to fight the power, which -has not.promifed to its
.adepts the crowns of princes, kings and ‘erbperors, but
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has required of and bound thofe adepts by the oath of
deftroying them all : at that period we muft remem-
ber, that it is not in the field of Mars that the war
againft fe&ls is the moft dangeroms ; whenrebellion
and anarchy are in the very tenets of the fe&ary, the
hand may be difarmed, but war glows warmly in the
heart. The fet, weakened, may flumber fora while,
but fuch a fleep is the calm preceding the irruption of
the volcano. It no longer fends forth its curling
flames ; but the fubterraneous fire winds its courfe,
penetrates, and, preparing many vents, fuddenly burfts
forth and carries mifery and devaftation wherever its
fiery torrent rolls.

The obje&t of thefe Memoirsis not to treat precifely

_of that ftate of war or of peace carried on from Power
to Power. Then it often happens that, all refources
being exhaufted, the fword muft be fheathed, though
the original grievances fiill fubfift. Let the rulers of
the people difcufs the means of force. But we know
there exifts another fort of war, which a confidence in
treaties only renders more fatal ; that war is a war of
plots and confpiracies, and againft them public treaties
can never avail. 'Woe to that Power which fhall have
made peace without knowing why its enemy had de-

- clared war againft it. 'What the fe& had done before
it burft forth the firft time, it will do again to prepare
a fecond eruption. In darknefs it will confpire anew,
and calamities ftill more difaftrous will teach all na-
tions that the French revolution was only the firft ftep
towards the univerfal diffolution which the fe&t has fo
Jong been meditating and contriving.

Such were the reafons which ftimulated me to in-
veftigate the plots and wifhes, the tortuous means and
nature of this fe&. We have witnefled the frantic
rage and the ferocity of its legions; we have known
them as the agents of the French Revolution, as the
perpetrators of all its atrocious crimes and devaftations ;
but few are aequainted with the fchools that have for-
med them. Pofterity, alas! will feel, during many
generations, their dire effe@s. To trace their ravages,
it will only have to caft its eyes around. The ruins
of the palaces and the temples, the fallen cities, the
manfions deftroyed throughout the provinces, will
paint in glowing colours the devaftations of the mod-
ern Vandals. The lifts of profcription, fatal to the

Obje& of
thefe me-
moirs,
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prince and fo many of his fubjecls, the deferted vilias
es, all, in a word, will long be the vouchers of thofe
atal lanterns, of that infatiable guillotine, of thofe le-

giflative executioners fupported by bands of affaffins.

Circumftances fo painful and fo humiliating to hu-
man nature will not be recorded in thefe Memoirs. It
is not to expofe what a Marat or a Robefpierre has
done, but to bare to the light the fchools, the {yftems,
the confpiracies, in 2 word, the mafters who have for-
med a Philippe D’Orleans, a Syeyes, a Condorcet, or
a Petion, and who at this prefent time are forming in
all nations men who would rival Marat and Robefpierre
in their cruelties. Our objc& is, that, the fect of the
Jacobins' and their condpiracies once known, their
crimes fhall be no longer a caufe of furprife; that their
propenfity to the effufion of blood, their blafphemies
againft C{n'i{t and his altars, their frantic rage againft
the throne, and their cruelties againft their fellow-cit-
izens, thall be as naturally underftood as the ravages of
the plague. And may nations in future as cautioufly
guard againft the one, as they preferve themfelves
againft the other !
. It was to attain this important obje& that all our re»
fearches on the fe& have been direfed at its chiefs,
its origin, its plots, its plans, and its progrefs ; more
E:lrticularl-y inveftigating the means it employed to

ing about the revolution, than defcribing its condu&
during that revolution. '

The refult of our refearch, corroborated by proofs
drawn from the records of the Jacobins, and of their
firft mafters, has been, that this fe&t with its confpira.
cies is in itfelf no other than the coalition of a triple
fe&, of a triple confpiracy, in which, long before the
revolution, the overthrow of the altar, the ruin of the
throne, and the diffolution of all civil fociety had been
debated and refolved on.

1ft. Many years before the French Rev‘lution, men
who ftyled themfelves Philofophers confpired againft
the God of the Gofpel, againft Chriftianity, without
diftin&tion of worfhip, whether Proteftant or Catholic,
Anglican or Prefbyterian. The grand object of this
confpiracy was to overturn every aitar where Chrift
was adored. It was the confpiracy of the Bophbiffers of
Impisty, or the ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY. -

4
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2dly. This fchool of impiety foon formed the So-

phiffers of Rebellion : thefe latter, combining their con-
fpiracy againft kings with that of the Sophifters of Im-
piety, coalefce with that ancient fe& whofe tenets
conftituted the whole fecret of the Occult Lodges of
Free-mafonry, which long fince, impofing on the cre-
dulity of its moft diftinguithed adepts, only initiated
the chofen of the ele&l into the fecret of their unre-
lenting hatred for Chrift and kings.

3dly. From the Sophifters of Impiety and Rebellion,
arofe the Sophiffers of Impiety and Anarchy. Thefelatter
confpire not only againft Chrift and his altars, but
againft every religion natural or revealed : not only
againft kings, but againft every government, againft
all civil fociety, even againft all property whatfoever.

This third fe&, known by the name of Ilumineés,

coalefced with the Sophifters confpiring againft Chrift, .

coalefced with the Sophifters who, with the Occult
Mafons, confpired againft both Chrift and kings. It
was the coalition of the adepts of impiety, of the adepts
of rebellion, and the adepts -of anarchy, which formed
the CLUB of the JacoBins. Under this name, com-
mion to the triple fe¢t (originating from the name of
the order, whofe convent they had feized upon to hold
their fittings,) we fhall fee the adepts following up their
triple confpiracy againft God, the King, and Society.
Such was the origin, fuch the progrefs of that fect,
fince become fo dreadfully famous under the name of
Jacosin.
In the prefent Memoirs each of thefe three confpi-
racies fhall be treated feparately; their authors un-
" mafked, the obje&t, means, coalition and progrefs of
the adepts fhall be laid open. .

Proofs of the moft pointed nature are neceflary,
when fuch horrid plots are denounced to all nations;
and it is to give thefe proofs the greater authenticity,
that the title of MEMoIRs has been prefixed to this
work. To have written the fimple hiftory of the Ja-

_cobins might have fufficed for many; but thefe Me-
moirs are intended for the hiftorian, who will find a
colie&tion of proofs, both numerous and convincing,
alleextracted from the records and avowals of the con-
fpirators themfelves. Strong in thefe proofs, we fhall
not fear to proclaim to all nations, ¢ that whatever

Vol. L. C
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PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE.

¢ their religion or their government may be, to what+
¢ ever rank they may belong in civil fociety, if Jaco~
¢« binifm triumphs, all will be overthrown ; that
¢ fhould the plans and wifhes of the Jacobins be ac-
¢ complithed, their religion with its pontiffs, their
¢ government with its laws, their magiftrates and
< their property, all would be fwept away in the com-
¢ mon mafs of .ruin! Their riches and their fields,
¢¢ their houfes and their cottages, their very wives and
¢¢ children would be torn from them. You have
¢ looked upon the Jacobinical fa&ion as exhaufting
¢¢ itfelf in France, when it was only making a fportive
¢ effay of its ftrength. Their wifthes and their oaths
¢« extend throughout Europe; nor are England or
¢ Germany, Italy or Spain, ftrangers to their in-
¢¢ trigues.” :

Let not the Reader take this for the language of en-
thufiafm or fanaticifm ; far be fuch paflions either from
myfelf or my readers. Let them decide on the proofs

‘adduced, with the fame coolnefs and impartiality which

has been neceflary to colle& and digeft them. The
order followed in the inveftigation of thefe confpira-
cies fhall be exaétly that in which they were generated.
‘We fhall therefore begin with the confpiracy againft
the whole religion of the Gofpel,and which we have
ftyled the ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY.



THE
ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY,
et

CHAP. I
Of the Principal Aétsrs of the Confpiracy.
A BOUT the middle of this century, there appear
Qal

ed three men leagued in the moft inveterate
tred againft Chriftianity. Thefe were™ Voltaire,
D’ Alembert, and Frederick II. King of Pruflia. Vol-
taire hated religion becaufe he was jealous of its Au-
thor, and of all thofe whom it had rendered illuftri-
ous ; D’Alembert becaufe his cold heart was incapa.
ble of affeGtion ; Frederick becaufe he had never feen
it but through the medium of its enemies.

To thefe three a fourth muft be added, named Di-
derot ; hating religion becaufe he doated on nature ;
enthufiaftically wedded to the chaos of hisown ideas,
he chofe rather to build his fyftem on chimeras and
form myfteries of his own, than fubmit to the light of
the Gofpel.

Numerous were the adepts afterwards drawn into
this confpiracy, generally ftupid admirers or fecondary
agents. Voltaire the chief, D’ Alembert the moft fub-
tle agent, Frederick: the protetor and often the advi-
fer, Diderot the forlorn hope.

The firft of thefe confpirators, Mary Francis Arouet,
was born at Paris, February 20th, 1694, fon of an an-
cient notary of the Chatelet ; through vanity he chan-
ged his name to that of Voltaire, which he deemed
more noble, more fonorous, and better fuited to the
reputation he aimed at: and never had there yet ap-
peared a man with fuch talents, and fuch a thirft of do-
minion over the literary world.  Gravity of manners,

Chiefs of
the com-
fpiracy,

Voltaire
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the fpirit of meditation, of a genius leading to difcuf-
fion and deep refearch, were unfortunately not among
the gifts which Nature had lavithed onhim; and more ,
unfortunately ftill, in his. own heart were to be found
all thofe paffions which render abilities dangerous :
from his early youth he feemed to direct them all at the
overthrow of religion. ,
While only a ftudent inrhetoric, in the eollege of
Louis le Grand, he drew on himfclf the following re-
buke from his profeflor, the Jefuit Le Jay, Unfortunate
young man, you will onre day come to be the flandard-bearer
of Infdelity.* Never was oracle more literallyfulfilled.
On leaving the coliege, he neither fought nor loved
any other fociety, but that of men whofe profligate
morals could ftimulate his incredulity. He was par-
ticularly intimate with Chaulieu the Anacreon of his
day, the poct of voluptuoufnefs ; and with a few Epi-
cureans who held their fittings at the- Hotel de: Ven-
#ome. His firlt eflays were in fatire, which gave of-

.-~ fénce to government, and in tragedy, where we fthould

have feen the rival of Cornetlle, Racine and Crebillon,
- had he not at the fame time withed to rival Celfus and
Porphyrius, with all the other enemies of religian. At
a time when licentioninels in opinion ftill met with
obftacles in France, he fought an afylum in England.
He there found men whom the writings of Shaftefbu-
1y, commented on by Bolingbroke, had trained vp to
Deifm. He miftook them for philofophers, and ws
perfuaded that they alone were efteemed by the Eng.
lifh. If he was not then miftaken, times fince are
greatly changed. Al thofe fophifters whom Voltaire
extols as the glory of Great-Britain, if nat forgotten,
are more defpifed than read. Collins and Hobbes
when remembered are claffed with Tom Paine ; an
Englithman’s good fenfe does not allow him to hate
religion, or make an oftentatiaus difplay of impiety,
‘With hjm nothing is lefs philefophical, notwithftand-
ing his toleration and variety of creeds, than that af.
fefted hatred to Chriftianity which marks our Sephif
ters, and more particularly their confpiracies to over.
throw it. ' .
Philofophifm is faid to have firlt arifen in' England.
I deny thefack. Philofophifm is the error of every

¥ Life of Voltaire, edit, of Kell, and Feller’s Hift. Dict,
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man who, judging of every thing by the ftandard of
his own reafon, rejects in religious matters everyauthor-
ity that is not derived from the light of nature. It is
the crror of every man who denies the poflibility of
any myftery beyond the limits of his reafon, of every
man who, difcarding revelation, in defence of the pre-
tended rights of reafon, their liberty and equality,
feeks to fubvert the whole fabric of the Chriftian
religion.
Such an error may conftitute a fe&t ; the hiftory of |
ancient Jacobini{fm demonftrates that the fe€t exifted
long fince 3 but it had fhrunk back to its dark abodes,
when Voltaire appeared. , '
Such an error may be that of a few individuals.
Many of the fame fort had been broached during the
two laft centuries. Numerous were the fe&s which
had fprung from Luther and Calvin, each making its
partial attack on the ancient tenets of Chriftianity
when at length there arofe a fet of men attacking them
all, and they would believe nothing. At firft they
were ftyled Libertines, the onl¥l name they deferved.
Voltaire might every where have met with fome of
thofe men, and more particularly at Paris under the
regency of the Duke of Orleans, who was himfelf a
monfter of libertinifm ; but, feeling the neceffity of re-
ligion for the ftate, would not fuffer it to be attacked in
their publications. , -
It was in England, it is true, where, under their
Collins and their Hobbes, the libertines firft ftyled
themfelves Philofophers, and affumed the airs of deep
thought, probably from fome impious produtions,
which in any other part of Chriftendom would have
enjoyed neither equal publicity nor impunity. Bat it
may be certainly concluded, that Voltaire would every
where have been, what he became in England; he
would have been fo, at leaft, wherever, from the lenity
of the laws, he could give vent to his infatiable thirft
of dominion over the empire of fcience or letters.
It w:s in vain for him to afpire at the reputation of
a Boffuet, a Pafcal, or of that blaze of genius which
had fhone forth in the defence of religion; but, hating
their caufe, and dazzled by their glory, he dared be
jealous of their God ; at his empire he levelled his

lows, and would be foremoft in the ranks of the Phi-
lofophifts.—ke fucceeded ; but, to keep his pre-emiv
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nence, bluthed not to blend philofophy with impiety,
and to compafs the overthrow of religion. England
however was the place where he firft conceived a poffi-
bility of fuccefs. Condorcet, his adept, his confidant,
his hiftorian, and his panegyrift, afferts it in pofitive
terms: There it was (in England) that. Voltaire fwore
to dedicate his life to the accomplifbment of that projet ;
and he has kept bis word.®

On his return to Paris, about the year 1730, he made
fo little fecret of his defign, he had publithed fo many
writings againft Chriftianity, and was fo fanguine in
his hopes, that Mr. Herault, the Lieutenant of Police,
upbraiding him one day with his impiety, and adding,
You may do or write what you pleafe, you will never be
able to deftroy the Chriffian religion. Voltaire without.
hefitation anfwered, That is what we fhall fee.t

Stimulated by the obftacles he met with, and feeing
fo much glory in his enterprize, he would not willingl
have fhared it with any body. ¢ I am weary,” he
would fay, ¢ of hearing people repeat, that twelve
¢ men have been fufficient to eftablith Chriftianity,
¢ and I will prove that one may fuffice to overthrow
¢ it.”f When he uttered thefe words, his fpite feems
ed to blind him to fuch a degree, as to hide from hir
the immenfe diftance between the genius that create
and the petty cunning of the mifchievous monkey that
deftroys. The Sophifter may conjure the clouds, or
veil the world in darknefs, but does not by that ap-
proach the God of truth. The virtues, the miracles,
all the divine knowledge of the apoftles, were neceflary
to teach man the path of life.

. Although Voltaire in his outfet flattered himfelf to
enjoy alone the whole glory of the deftrution of the
Chriftian religion, which was his fole obje&, he nev-
erthelefs foon found that affociates would be neceffary.
He even feared the noife of his undertaking, and hence
refolved to move in the furer though humbler fphere
of a confpirator. Already his numerous writings, ei-.
ther impious or obfcene, had gained him many admi-
rers and difciples, who, under the name of Philofo-
phers, prided themfelves in the hatred they bore to
Chriftianity. Among thefe he chofe D’Alembert as
the moft proper perfon to fecond him in his new plan,
. of attack ; and he chofe well.

" * Life of Voliaire, edit. of Kell.  + Ibid. } Ibid,
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In the nobler theme, among the Sophifters we fhould
eompare Voltaire to Agamemnon,and D’Alembert
to Ulyfles. If the comparifon be too noble, fee the D'Alems
latter cunning and cringing, even barking like the fox. bert.
Born of Fontenelle according to fome, of Aftruc the
do&or according to others, his birth was always a fe-
cret to him. His mother was at the head of ‘qne of
thofe focieties of men of letters common in Paris, and
fhe ufed to ftyle them her beafts. Whether defigned
to hide his birth or not, is unknown ; but certain it is,
that in the night from the 16th to the 17th of No-
vember 1717, he was found, wrapped in {waddling
cloaths, in the portico of the parifh church of St. John 3
and hence took the name of Fean le Rond at the Found-
ling Hofpital whither he was carried and in which he
was ‘bred. ' _

While yet a youth he inlifted under the banners of
incredulity, repaying with ingratitude the church that
had charitably reared him ; with the fmall fums given
him for his education, he fought, like many other
young men, all thofe profligate works written againft
a religion whofe proofs they almoft flee from. Thus
do wicked boys calumniatethe kind mafter who thwarts
their evil difpofition.

Both his heart and mind naturally led him to be a
difciple of Voltaire ; even their diverfity of charater
and the immenfe difference of talent, were foon con-
founded in their mutual bias to incredulity, and con-
firmed hatred to Chriftianity.

Voltaire was fiery, paffionate and impetuous ;
D’Alembert cold, referved, prudentand crafty : Vol-
taire fond of fhow, D’Alembert almoft feared to be
feen. The one, like the chief who is obliged to mafk
his battery, relutantly ufed diffimulation, wifhed to
. wage open war with Chriftianity, and die on a heap of
Chriftians, which he terms Bigots, immolated at his feet.*
The other, by inftin& a diffembler, waged war like the
partizan who, from behind his bufhes, fmiles to fee
his enemy fall into the fnares he has laid.+ Voltaire,
fo tranfcendent in polite literature, was but fuperficial
in mathematicks. In the latter D’Alembert was pro-
found, and owed his reputation to them : inevery thing
clfe he was a dry, finical, and perplexed writer, and

* Letter from Voltaire to D’Alembert, zoth April 1761.
4 Particularly Let. 100, from D’Alembert, 4th May 1763.
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is fometimes as low and vulgar as Voltaire is noble, ea-
fy and elegant; he would plod to turn a bad epigram,
while the latter would have wittily filled whole vol-
umes.

Voltaire impudently daring, whether for or againit,
would quote the feriptures, hiftory, or the holy fathers,
affirming, inventing, or traducing the paflage he wants §
for to wound was hisonly aim. D’Alembert carefully
5uards againft the reply that may expofe him; his

eps, myfterious and indiret, hide his defign ; fhrink.
ing from refutation, if attacked he flies, concealing the
fight left he proclaim his defeat. Voltaire on the cons
trary feeks his enemies, calls to them ; though a hune
dred times defeated, he returns to the charge ; though
his error be refuted, he will inceffantly repeat it. Itis
not in defeat, but in flight alone that he fees difgrace s
and thus after a war of fixty years we ftill fee him
ranging on the field of battle.

D’Alembert feeks the fmile of every little affembly 3
and the applaufe of forty men in an academical circle
conftitutes his triumphal day; while all the world,
from London to St. Peterfburg, from Sweden to A«
merica, to pleafe Voltaire muft found his fame.

D’ Alembert enlifts from around him thofe feconda
adepts ; he traing them, initiates them, direfls their
miflions, and holds petty correfpondences. Voltaire
will conjure kings, emperors, minifters and princes
againft his God ; all muft do homage to the fultan of
incredulity. Among thefe latter, hiftory muft diftin.
guifh that Frederick, which it has yet only known by
titles glorious to monarchs, whether conquerors or

rulers. .
Frederick In this Frederick II. the Solomon of the North ac~
I cording to the Sophifters, there are two diftin&t men.

Firft, that King of Pruffia, that hero lefs worthy of
our admiration in the field of vi&ory, difplaying his
vaft military talents, than as the father of his people,
giving life to agriculture and commerce, prote&ing
the arts, counterpoifing in fome fort, by the juftice an
wifdom of his adminiftration, thofe exploits perhaps
more brilliant than juft. In the fecond (fo beneath a
monarch) we fee the Sophifter, the philofophic pedant,
the confpirator of incredulity ; lefs cruel and enthufi-
aftic than Julian the apoftate, but more artful and per-
fidious.
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. It is painful to difclofe the dark myfteries of this
impious prince ; but hiftory muft be true, and here
efpecially. To trace the confpiracy againft their
thrones, kings muft know what fhare their colleagues
have had in the confpiracy againft the altar.

Frederick, born with a mind worthy of a Celfus or
his fchool, had not the help of a Juftin or a Tertullian
to guide his fteps in religion, and was furrounded by
its calumniators. 'While only Prince-royal he was in
correfpondence with Voltaire, and chiefly on religion
or metaphyfics ; and even at that early age deemed

himfelf a Philofopher ; for he fays—¢ To {peak with
- # my ufual freedom, I muft naturally own, that what-
¢ ever regards the God made man, difpleafes me in the
¢ mouth of a Philofopher, who fhould be above pop-
¢ ular error. Leave to the great Corneille, when doat-
¢ ing and fallen back to childhood, the infipid tatk of
¢¢ verfifying the Imitation of Chrift ; and whatever you
& may give us, let it be your own. We may fpeak
¢« of fables, but merely as fables ; and a profound
¢¢ filence in my opinion fhould be kept, concerning
s¢ thofe fables of the Chriftians, fan&ified by time and
¢ the credulity of the abfurd and ftupid.”*

Even in his firft letters there appears, with the ridic-
ulous pride of a pedantic king, all the verfatility and
l‘?pocrify of a Sophifter. Frederick denies, when
Voltaire fupports liberty.t With Voltaire, man is a
pure machine ; Frederick then maintains that man is
free.} In oneplace we are free, precifely becaufe we
can form a clear idea of freedom.§ In another,
man is all matter ; though one can hardly form a
more confufed idea, than that of matter thinking, free
or arguing, though it were with Frederick’s own ver-
fatility.| He upbraids Voltaire with the praifes he had
beftowed on Chrift, and three years after he is not
afhamed to write—¢ For my part, I own that (how-
s¢- ever people may enlift under ‘the banners of Fanat-
¢¢ jcifm) I never fhall. I may indeed compofe a few
¢ Pfalms to give a good opinion of my orthodoxy.
¢« Socrates incenfed the houfehold Gods, fo did Cice-
¢ ro, and he was not credulous. We muft give way

* Let. 5?, abno 1438. Their lettersin 1737,
1 Let. of 16 Sept. 1771, Ibid, .
|| Let. of 4th Dec. 1775, ' °

Vol. I.
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#¢ to the fancies.of a frivolous people, to avoid perfe-
¢ cution and blame.. For after all what is moft defire
#¢ able in this world is to live in peace ; let us then live
#¢ foolifhly with fools, that we may live quietly.”*

The {ame Frederick had written, that the Chriftian
religion yielded none bt poifonous aveeds s+ and Voltaire
had congratulated him, as having above all Princes for-
titude of foul, fufficient infight and knowledge, to fee that
Jor the feventeen bundred years paff the CHRISTIAN
SECT bad never done any thing but harmst when we af.
terward find him the opponent:of that work of Philo»
dophic infight, or rather fo infamoufly profligate, zhe
Syflem of Nature. ¢ One could be tempted,” fays he,
. € to accufe its author of want of fenfe and fkill when,

#¢ calumniating the Chriftian religion, he imputes to
¢ it failings that it has not. How can he with truth
¢ affert that religion can be the caufe of the msfor-
s¢ tunes of mankind ! He would have been more cor-
¢ 7e&, had he fimply faid, that the ambition and felf-"
¢ intereft of men, cloaked under the veil of religion,
<¢ had fought to difturb the world and gratify their
s¢ paffions. What then is xeprehenfible in the morals
¢« of the commandments? Were there in the whole
s¢ Gofpel but this ingle precept, Do as thou wowldff be
¢ done by, we fhould be obliged to confefs that thofe
s¢ few words contained the whole quinteflence of mo-
s¢ rality :—The forgivenefs of injuries, charity, hu-
¢ manity, were not thefe preached by Jefus in his ex«
¢ - cellent fermon on the mount 2”'§ '

In writing this, how much Frederick had loft of that
infight, that knowledge which had fo lately diftinguifh-
ed him from other princes! But ftrange to fay, after
having feen religion in fo clear a light, he compliments
Voltaire on being its fcourge,|| he ftill communicates
his plans for its deftrution,q and forefees, that thould
it be preferved and prote&ted in France, zhe fine arts
and bigher fciences muft fall; and that the ruft of fuperfti-
tion will completely defiroy a people, otherwife amiable and
born for fociety** )

* Let.of 7th Jan. 1740. + Let. to Voltaire 143, anno 1766.

1 Let. of sth April 1764. .

§ Examination of the Syftem of Nature, by Frederick, King
of Pruffia. ath Let. zoth Jul

|| Let.of 1ath Aug.1773. 9 Let. 20 Y 1775

** Let. to Voluaire, 3oth July 1777.
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Had our fophiftical monarch really forefeen events,
he would have feen that people, otherwife amiable and
Mr]xiﬁr Jociety, when it had loft its religion, terrifying
all Europe with its horrid deeds. But, like Voltaire,
he was to be the fport of his pretended wifdom, as he,
was of his philofophy ; and though we fhdll often fee
him judging fhrewdly of theadepts, we fhall always
find him confpiring with them againft the religion of
Chrift. . i

The correfpondence that fo well developes the char-
aters of the royal adept, and of his idol Voltaire, be-
ginsin 1736 ; it was uninterrupted during their lives,
fome few years of the: idol's difgrace excepted. It is

in this correfpondence that we muft ftudy him, increds ¢

ulousand impious ; divefting himfelf of his royal in-
fignia, he is more emulous of the Philofophift,-than
he was jealous of the Cfars ; and to rival Voltaire be~
comes his fervile copyift. A poet beneath mediocrity,
a metaphyfician on the lower ranks, he excelsin but two
things, his admiration for Voltaire, and his impiety,
often worfe than that of his mafter.

In confideration of this homage, this zeal, Voltaire
overlooked his caprice; the rough ufage he fometimes
met with, even to the corre&tion of the cane inflicted
onhim at Frankfort bya major by order of the def-
potic Sophifter. It was too eflential for the fe& to
continue the fupport of a royal adept, and we fhall fes
how very much he ferved them. But firft, in ordex
to fathom their mutual hatred to Chriftianity, let us at
tend to the vaft obftacles they overcame;. let us hear
Voltaire pathetically defcribing his fufferings at Berlin,
a few years after his arrival, ina letter to Mad. Denis,
his niece and confidant.  He fays, ¢ La Metric in his
¢« Prefaces may extol his extreme felicity in being
¢ with a great king, who fometimes reads his poetry
¢ to him ; yet in private he weeps with me ; hewould
¢ willingly return though it were on foot. But why
¢ am Jhere ¢ I will aftonith you. This La Metrie,
¢ a man of no confequence, chats familiarly with the
¢¢ king when their readings are over—He fpeaks to
¢ me with confidence. He declared to me that talke
¢¢ ing to the king a few days ago of my fuppofed fa-
¢¢ vor, and of the jealoufy it excites, the king had an-
« fwered, I fball certaing» not awant him above a twelve-
¢ month longer ; we fqueeze the orange and threw away

C N
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€« thervind . . ... I made himrepeat thefe confolator
¢¢ words, I queftioned him again and again, but he on-
¢ ly reiterated his declaration.—I have done my ut-
¢ moft not to believe La Metrie; and yet, in reading
s¢ over the king’s verfes Ifound an epiftle to one of
¢¢ his painters called Pére, it begins thus :

“ Qual [peltacle etonnant wient de frapper mes yeux R
“ Cher Pére,ton pinceau, ¢'égale au rang des dicux,

t Tell me what fight has ftruck my wond'ring eyes ?
¢ Thy fkill, dear Pére, with gods immortal vies.

¢« Now this Pére is a fellow whom he takes no no-

- ¢¢ tice of, and yet he is the dear Pére, beis a God ; he

¢ may perhaps fee me inthe fame light, and that is
¢ not faying much.—You may eafily guefs what re-
¢ flexions, whata recoil upon myfelf and what per-
¢ plexity, in a word what trouble this declaration of
¢¢ La Metrie’s has created within me.”’*

This firft letter was foon fucceeded by a fecond, as
follows ; ¢« My fole views at prefentare, to defert in a
¢« genteel manner, to take care of my health, to fee
¢ you again, and forget this three years dream. I
¢ plainly pereeive the orange has been fqueezed; I
¢ muft think of faving the rind. For my own inftruc-
¢ tion I will compile a di&tionary for the ufe of kings.-
« My friend, fignifies my flave ; my dear friend, is to
¢ {ay, you are to me more than indifferent : you are to
¢ underftand by I wilf make you bappy, I will bear with
¢ you as long as I fball have need for you ; fup with me
¢ to-night, means I will make gams of you to-pight.
¢¢ This di¢ionary might be of fome length, and not
¢ unworthy a place in the Encyclopzdia.

¢¢ Serioufly this diftrefles me. Can there be truth
¢« in what I have feen ? To delight in making mifchief
<« among thofe that live with him ! To fay every thing
¢ that is gracious to a perfon, and write pamphlets
¢ againft him ! To force a man from his country by
¢« the moft endearing and folemn promifes, and -treat
¢ him with the blackeft malice! What contrafts
¢ And this is the man who wrote in fuch a philofophic
¢ ftrain, and whom I miftook for a Philofopher! and
§¢ I ftyled him the Solomon of the North! Do you re-

* Let, to Mad. Denis, Rerlin 2d Sept. 1752,

B
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« member that fine letter, which never pleafed you ?
« You are a Philofopher, faid he, and foam I. Upon
« my word, Sire, as to Philofophers, we are neither
¢ of us fo.”* -

Voltaire never was more correét ;3 neither Frederick
nor he could pretend to Philofophy in its true accept-
ation ; but they might eminently fo in the fenfe of the
confpirators, with whom impiety and hatred to Chrif-
tianity was its only effence. ;

It was foon after writing this laft letter, that Voltaire
ftole away from the court of his difciple, and received
at Frankfort the correftion which made him the laugh-
ing-ftock of all Europe. Eftablifhed however at Fer-
ney, he foon forgot his baftinado, and Frederick was
once more the Solomon of the North, who returns the
compliment by faluting him as the Father of Philofo-
phy. Thouglz not in friendfhip, they were foon united
in their mutual hatred to Chriftianity ; and though
they never met again, their plans were more cafily
formed and intelligently conduéted in their fature cor-
refpondence. : '

As to Didoret, he fpontaneoufly threw himfelf into
the arms of the confpirators. A heated brain, an en-
thufiaftic rage for that Philofophifm of which Veltaire
had fet the fafhion, a diforderly confufion of ideas (the
more evident, as both his fpeech and pen followed all
the explofions of his brain,) pointed him out to D’A-
lembert as a man effential to the confpiracy, and who
would f{ay, or could be made to fay, fuch things as he
dared not fpeak himfelf. They were both, until death,
as firmly united to Voltaire, as the latter was to Fred-
erick.

If there had been any thing but chaos to have fuc-
ceeded to Chriftianity, had there been any doétrine
whatfoever to have been fubftituted, never were four
men lefs fitted for fuch an undertaking.

Voltaire leaned to Deifm, and feemed for fome time
to have adopted it 3 but, infenfibly falling into Spino-
fa’s fyftems, he knew not what to believe. Confulting
at one time D’ Alembert, at another Frederick, he was
torn with remorfe during the remainder of his life ;
if'doubts and anguifh of mind, void of repentance, can
be called remorfe. At nearly fourfcore he exprefles

# Letter to Mad. Denis, 18th Dec. 175%
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himfelf in the following uncertain manner : ¢« Doubts
¢ encompafs us around, and doubting is a difagreeable
¢ flate. Is there a God fuch as he 15 faid tobe? A
¢ foul fuch as is imagined ? Analogies fuch as laid
¢ down ? Is thereany thing to be hoped for after this
« life 7 Was Gilimer in the right to laugh, though
¢ ftript of his dominions, when brought before Juftin-
¢¢ ian, or Cato preferring fuicide to the fight of Caefar.
¢¢ Is glory then but an illufion ? Shall Muftapha in the
¢¢ effeminacy of his harem, beaten, ignorant, proud
¢ and committing every folly, be happier provided he
¢ digefts well, than the philofopher who digefts ill ?
¢¢ Are all beings equal before the great Being that an-
¢ imates nature ? In that cafe could the foul of Ra«
¢ vaillac be equal to that of Henry IV. or had they.
¢¢ neither of them afoul ? May the heroic philofophers

-

- ¢ unravel all this; for my part I can make nothing

« of it.’}

D’Alembert and Frederick alternately prefled by
thefe queftions, each anfwered after his own way.
Unable to fix hisown uncertainty the former frankly
confefles he has not the gift of folving them : ¢« Lown
¢ to you,” fays he, ¢« that concerning the exiftence of
¢ God, the Author of ‘the Syfem of Nature{cems too
¢¢ refolute and dogmatic, and on this fubject fcepti-
¢¢ cifm feems the moft rational. What ds we know.
¢ about it, is with me, an anfwer to moft metaphyfical
¢ queftions, and the confequent refle@ion muit be,
¢« that fince we know. nothing’ of* tRe matter, it is
¢¢ doubtlefs unneceflary that we Thould know more.”*

This refletion on the little importance of thefe:
queftions, was added, left Voltaire, harraffed out with
the anguifh of his mind, fhould forfake a philofophy
unable to folve his doubts on queftions, by no means,
in his opinion, indifferent to the happinefs of man.
He infifted, but D’ Alembert perfifting inthe [ame ftyle;
fays that ¢« Ny, in metaphyfics, appeared to him not
¢« much wifer thanyes ; and that non liguet (it is not
¢¢ clear) was generally the only rational an{wer.”{

Frederick was as averfe to doubts as Voltaire, but
perpetually withing to ftifle them, he was at length

i

" perfuaded he had fucceeded. <« A philofopher of my

1 Letter 179, 12th O&. 1770. .
* Letter 36,ann0 1770, T Letter 38, ibid.
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& acquaintance,”’ fayshe, “a'man pretty refolute ig
"¢ _his opinions, thinks that we have a fufficient degree
¢ of probability, to conftitute a certainty that poff mor-
« tem nibil eff (or that death is an eternal fleep,) he
#¢ maintains that man is not twofold, that heis only
“¢ matter-animated by motion; and this ftrange man
¢ fays, that there exifts no relation between animals
s¢ and the fupreme intelligence.”* - -

This refolute philofopher, this ftrange man, was
Frederick himfelf, and'a few years after, he makes
no fecret of it, when he more decidedly writes, ¢ I am
$¢ well aflured that I am not twofold ; hence, I con~
¢ fider myfelf as a fingle being. I know that I am an
¢¢ animal organifed and that thinks ; hence, I conclude
¢ that matter can think, as well as that it has the prop-
% erty of being ele&tric.”+

Verging towards his grave, but wifhing to infpire

. Voltaire with confidence, he writes anew. ¢ The
« gout has fucceflively ran over all my body. Our
s grail machine muft needs be deftroyed by time,
¢ which confumes every thing ; my foundations are
¢ undermined, but all that, gives me very little con-
¢ cern.”’t .

As to the fourth hero of the confpiracy, the famous
Diderot, he is exaltly. the perfon, whofe decifions
againft God, D’Alembert had found too refolute and
dogmatic, though oftentimes, inthe fame work, we
find him after deciding againft the Deift, deciding in
the fame peremptory manner for or againft the Scep-
tic and the Atheift. - But whether he writes for or
againft a God, he always appears impervious to doubts
or anguifh of mind. He fairly wrote what he thought
at the moment he held his pen, whether be crufbed the
atheift with the weight of the univerfe, and that zhe eye of
a mitey the wing of a butterfly was {ufficient to defeat
them,|| or when that glorious difplay did not give him
even the moft diffant idea of any thing divine,§ and that
this univerfe was but the fortuitous refult of motion and
matter ;9 whether, when the exiftence of God was to
be left in doubt, fcepticifin. at all times and in all placesy
could alone preferve us from the two oppofite exceffes,** or
when ke prays God jor the [ceptics, becaufe he fees thoy

* Letter of 3oth O&. 1750. Letter of 4th Dec. 1775.
Letter 8th Apr. 1776. || Philofophical Thoughts, No.2o.
« The Code of Nature. 9§ Philofophical Thoughts, No.zx}
** Idem, No. 33.
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!l want light ;* whether in fine to form a feeptic, #
was neceffary to have a head as well organifed as that of
Montagne the philofopher.t

Never was there a man fo peremptory when affirnm-
ing or denying any point, fo perfetly void of con-
ftraint or trouble, fo impervious to remorfe ; he was a
perfe&t ftranger to them even when he pofitively fays

 that, between bim and bis dog he knows of no other differ-
“ence but their drefs.} )

‘With thefe extravagancies in their religious opin-
ions we find, Voltaire impious and tormented by his
doubts and ignorance ; D’Alembert impious but calm
in his ; while Frederick impious and triumphant, or
thinking he had triumphed over his ignoranee, left
‘God in heaven provided there were no fouls on earth ;

- and Diderot, by turns, Atheift, Materialift, Deift or

Sceptic, but ever impious, ever frantic, the better fitted -
for the various parts he was doomed to a&.

~ Such were the men whofe charatters and religious
errors, were neceffary to be known, to afcertain the
confpiracy of which they were the chiefs, and of whofe
exiftence we fhall give undeniable proof, indicate its
precife objet, and unfold its means and future progrefs.

* Idem, No. 22. + Idem, No. 28.
1 Life of Seneca, page 377.
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CHAP. II. . .

OF the Obje, Entent, and Evxiffence of the Antichrifiian
Confpiracy.

O fay that thete exifted a confpiracy againft the
Chriftian religion, of which Voltaire, D’Alem-

bert, Frederick II. King of Pruffia, and Diderot, were
the chief authors and inftigators, is not fimply to fay,
*that each one of them was an enemy and that their
writings tended to the deftruction of the religion of
Chrift ; for both before and after them, we have feen
enemies to this fame religion, fecking to fpread, by
their writings, the venom of incredulity. France has
had her Bayle, and her Montefquicu ; the firft a true
fophifter, undecided in his principles and fupporting
the pro and con with equal verfatility ; but deftitute of
that hatred, which conftitutes the confpirator, and
féeks accomplices : the latter is but a youth when he
writes his Perfian Letters, and has no fixed principle
againft that faith, to which he will one day do homage,
by declaring that be always refpected religion, and that
he beheld the Gofpel, as the fuiref gift that God had
beflowed on man.* C
England has féen her Hobbes, her Woolftons or her
Collins, with many other difciples of incredulity ; but
each of thefe ‘fophifters was impious in‘his own way,
and they fought not to league together, however much
Voltaire and Condorcet mayaflert the contrary. Each
makes his partial attack on Chriftianity from his own

15
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brain, and thatis not fufficient to conftitute aconm- °

fpiracy. ]

In order to fhow 1 real confpiracy againft Chriftian-
ity, we muft not only point out the with to deftroy,
but alfo the union and fecret correfpondence in the
Jeans employed to attack, debafe or annmihilate it.
‘When therefore I name Voltaire and Frederick, Dide-
rot and D’Alembert, as the chiefs of this Antichriftian
“Confpiracy, I not only mean to fhew, that each had im-

* Vid. Montefquieu, Feller’s Hift. Diﬂ.-
Vol. L E ..
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pioufly written againft Chriftianity, but that they had
formed the wifh, and had fecretly communicated that
wifh of deftroying the religion of Chrift ; that they
had aed in concert, fparing no political nor impious
art toeffeCtuate this deftrution ; that they were the
ipftigators and condu&ors of thofe fecondary. agents
whom they had mifled, and following up their plans

“and projets, with all that ardor and conftancy, which

denotes the moft finithed confpirator. My very proofs
thall be drawn from what we may very properly term
the records of the confpiracy, I mean from their moft
intimate correfpondence, a long time fecret, ;or from
their own affertions contained in their divers writings.*
~ When Beaumarchais gave us a compleat edition of
Voltaire’s works, with all the magnificence . of the
Bafkerville type ; either the adepts, blinded by their
fuccefs, were perfuaded that the publicity of this mon-
ftrous confpiracy, could only add new lufire to its
chief, or that the Editors themfelves were ignorant of
the fa&, orin fine, that being fcattered and difperfed
through forty large volumes of letters, to all forts of
perfons, and on -all forts of fubjeéts, no mapcould at
ence feize the thread of a confpiracy, the work ‘of ma-
ny long years. But whatever may have been;their in-
tentions, whatever their art in fupprefling parts of the
correfpondence, they have not effeCtually done away
all means of difcovery. Never fhould I have underta-
ken a work of fuch labour, fo painful and difgufting,
had I not feen the neceflity of proving from the very
records of the confpirators, the reality of their plots ;
the neceffity of denouncing to al nations, with: proof
in hand, the men, who wifh to miflead them, 3nd who
fought to overturn' every altar provided it was but
Chriftian. With them the altars of London or Gene-
va, of Stockholm or Peterfburg were to fhare the fame
fate with thofe of Paris or Madrid, of Vienna or Rome,
thus adding, by their fall, a new, though tardy proof
.of the univerfality of this confpiracy. . Such then are
their black and hidden ¢rimes. Behold them confpir-

“ing againft your God, in order to' confpire againft

your fovereign and your laws, behold them. fecking
to overthrow all civil fociety and univerfally extend the
fcourges of the French revolution.

I know that the gravity of the charge requiresftrong
evidence and clear proofs, to juftifyit; if then my
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proofs are too numerous, let my reader reflect on the
weightinefs of the charge.

Inall confpiracies there is generally a fecret lan-
guage or a watchword, unintelligible to the vulgar,
though it perpctuallg recals the object to the mind of
the confpirator. The word chofen by Voltaire muft
have been dictated by fome fiend of hatred or frantic
rage. But what words! Cru/b the wreteh ! (ecrafez
Yinfame !) and what a fignification is attached to thefe
three words in the mouths of D’Alembert, of Freder-
ick or their difciples; conftantly they mean crufb
Chrifty crufb the religion of Chrifl, crufb every religion
that adores Chriff. Oh readers retain your indignation
until you have feen the proof ! :

‘When Voltaire complains that the adepts are not
fufficiently united in the war they wage againft the
wretch ; when he wifhes to revive their zeal, he recals
to their minds, the hopes and proje&s he had already
conceived in 1730, when the lieutenant of the police
at Paris, warned him that he would not fucceed in
overturning the Chriftian religion, he had daringly,
anfwered that is what we fhall fee.®

‘When exulting in the fuccefs of the war, and prog-
refs of the confpiracy againft the swretch, he triumphs
in the idea, ¢¢ that in Geneva,Calvin’s own town,there
¢ are but a few beggarly fellows who believe in the

-6¢ confubftantial.”+ - ‘

‘When he withes, during this war againft the wretch,
to give his reafons for tolgrating the Socinians, it is;
fays he, becaufe Fulian would have favoured them, and that
he hates what Fulian hated, and defpifes what ke (Julian)
defpifed.t : '

‘What then is this hatred, common to the Socinians
and to Julian the apoftate, if it be not their hatred to
the divinity of Chrift. 'What is meant by the confub-
ftantial, fallen into difrepute, if it be not Chrift, orhow
can the word wrezch, be otherwife interpreted, in the
mouth of him that had uttered, ¢« I am weary of hear-
¢« ing people repeat that twelve men have been fuffi-
s¢ cient to eftablith Chriftianity, and I will prove that

¢¢ one may fuffice to overthrow it.”§ In the mouth

* Let. to D’Alembert, zoth of June 1760.
+ Let. 119, anno 1763, 28th Sept.

I Let. to Frederick, sth Nov.1773.

§ Life of Voltaire by Condorger.
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I fay of a man who, in his intrigues againft the wretch
exclaims, ¢ could not five or fix men of parts,and
¢ who rightly underftood each other, fucceed, after
¢¢ the example of twelve fcoundrels who have already
¢ fucceeded.”*

In the mouth of this frantic infidel can we concea}
the fenfe of thefe words; The twelve apoftles called
#welve ftoundrels! and . their divine mafter a wretch !
I may dwell too much on the proofs, but the charges
are too heinous, to pafs them over lightly.

All thofe men, fomuch extolled by Voltaire for their
ardor in crufbing.the wretch, are precifely thofe whe
attacked Chriftianity without the leaft decorum or de-
cency, fuch as Diderot, Condorcet, Helvetius, Freret,
Boulanger, Dumarfais and fuch like infidels ; and thofe
whom he particularly withes D’Alembert to rally, the
more effeCtually #o crufb the wretch, are the Atheifts the
Deifts and Spinofifts.4 | -

Againft whom then will the Atheift, the Deift and
the Spinefift coalefce, unlefs it be againft the God of
the Gofpel ? C

Voitaire proceeds to direct the zeal of the confpiras
tors againft the holy fathers, and thofe modern wniters,
awho have written in defence of Chriftianity and the
divinity of Chrift, both of whom he wifhes to fee treat-
ed with the utmoft contempt ; he writes to his adepts,
¢ Vi&ory is declaring for us on all fides, and I can
s aflure you, that féon, none but the rabble will fol-

¢ low the ftandard of ougenemies, and we equally

¢ contemn that rabble whether for or again{t us. We
¢ are a corps of brave knights, defenders of the truth
¢ and who admit none amongft us, but men of edu-
¢« cation. Courage brave Diderot, intrepid D’Alem-
¢ bert, form with my dear Damilaville and rufh for-
¢¢ ward on thofe fanatics and knaves ; pity poor Paf.
¢¢ chal, but defpife Houtville and Abadie as much as
s¢ if they were fathers of the church.”}

- Here then is the explanation of what Voltaire means

- by crufbing the wreteh. It is to undo what the apoftles

have done, to hate what Julian the apoftate hated, to
attack thofe, whom the Deifts, Atheifts and Spinofifts
always attacked, it is in fine to rufth on the holy fa-

* Let. to D’Alembert 24th July r760.

I Let. 37th to D’Alembert, 1770,

 Let. to Damilayille, anne x765. -

3



]

&
»Tﬂ € ANTICHRISTIA

CONSPIRACY.
thers or on any other man wh:‘arcs defend the reli-
gion of Chrift. : :
The fenfe of this atrocious watchword is equally
clear in the mouth of Frederick. With this royal fo-
phifter as with Voltaire, Chriffianity, the Chriftian feil,
the Chrifticole fuperflition {La fuperftition Chrifticole)
and the awretch, are all fynonimous terms. With him
as with Voltaire the wretch yielded none but poifonous
aeeds ; the beft writings againft.the wretch are pre-
cifely the moft impious, and if any in particular deferve
his peculiar eftcem, it is, that fince Celfus, nothing fo
Sriking bad been pub{iébed againft Chniftianity. ‘The
fa& really is, that Boulanger, unfostunately more
known by his impiety that by his converfion, is 2l fu-
“perior to Ce{[w bimfelf.* .

As to D’Alembert we may fee, though' he feldom
ufes this fhocking word, that he was well acquainted
with its meaning ; by his anfwers to Voltaire, by the
means he fuggelts, by the writings he approves of and
feeks to circulate, as fitteft o crufb the wreteh ; and
which writings are precifely thofe that more direQly

tend to eradicate religion from the minds of the people.”

‘We may fee it, when wifhing to thew his zeal for the
progrefs of the confpiracy againft be wretch, he pro-
fefles his eagernefs to fupport Voltaire, or his forrow
that from localities, he cannot fpeak with the fame free-
dom againft Chriftianity. His expreflions and num-
berlefs letters hereafter quoted, will leave no more
doubt of him, than of Voltaire or Frederick.}

Such was the general acceptation of the word among
all the confpirators ; Condorcet, even laying afide the
word wretch, pofitively afferts, that Voltaire had {worn,
to crufb Chriffianity,y and Mercier fays to crufb Chrift ||

In the views of the confpirators, #o crufh Chriff was
not too ftrong an ¥xpreflion. In the extent of their
projeéts, no fhadow of his worfhip was to remain: it
i8 true that among the Chriftians, they honored the
church of Rome with their chief hatred. But Luther
and Calvin, the Church of England or of Geneva, tho’
feparated from Rome, had retained theirbelief of Chrift,
and were therefore to fhare the fate of the former.

* See let. of the King of Pruflia, No. 143, 145, 153, anno
1767, &c. &c. &c.
Sce D’Alembert’s letters, 100, 102, 151. .
Life of Voltaire. || Mercier’s letters. No.60 of M. Pelletier,
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The whole Gofpel of Calvin, is ridiculed by Vok
taire, as the fooleries of Fean Chauvin,® and it was of
thefe fooleries he fpeaks when writing to D’ Alembert
he fays, that in Calvin's own town (Geneva) there avere
but a few beggarly fellows who belicved in the confubfian-
tial, that is to fay, who believed in Chriff. He particu-
larly exults in the approaching fall of - the Church of
England, when he extols the Englifb truths,+ thatis the
impieties of Hume, or when he thought himfelf au-
thorized to write, that in London Chrift was fpurned.t

Thofe dilciples who paid him the homage of their
philofophic fcience, adopting his ftyle, write, ¢ I don’t
s¢ like Calvin, he was intolerant, and poor Servet fell
¢ a vi€lim to him, and it is true he is no more fpoken
¢ of at Geneva than if he had never exifted. As to
¢«¢ Luther, though he had not much wit, as is eafily
¢ perceived by %\is writings, he did not perfecute, and
¢ only loved wine and women ”§

It is even obfervable, that for a confiderable time the
confpiring fophifters placed particular fatisfaétion in
their fuccefles again{k the Proteftant churches. With
what exceflive joy Voltaire would write, that England
.and Switzerland were over-run with men who hated
and defpifed Chriftianity, as Fulian the apoftate harted
and defp:fed it,|| and that from Geneva to Berne not a
Chriftian was to be found§ Frederick on his fide,
writes with equal joy, In our proteflant countries we go
en much brifker **

Such then was the extent of this confpiracy; they
were to overtun every altar where Chrift was adored.
An hiftorian might have been mifled in feeing the
adepts folicit, more than once, the recal of the Proteft-
ants into France ; but at the very time that Voltaire
writes, how much he laments to fge the petition made
by the minifter Choifeul rcje&eé fearing left his dif-
ciples fhould imagine he wifhed to fpare the Huguenot
mere than the Catholic, he haftens to add, that the
Huguenots and the Calvinilts are not lefs mad than the
Sorbonifls or the Catholics, that they were even raving

* Let. to Damilaville, Aug. 18th, 1766.
1 Let. to the Marquis D’Argence, April 28th, 1760.
1 Let. to D’Alembert, Sept. 28th, 1763. -

Let. of the Langrave of Hefle to Voltaire, Sept. gth, 1766.
{l Let. to the King of Pruffia, x5th Nov. 1773. ‘
9 Let. to D’Alembert, Feb, 8th, 1776.  ** Let. 143,
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mad ;* nay, fometimes he faw nothing more atrabilarious
" and ferocious than the Huguenots.+

Al this pretended zeal of the confpirators to calvin-
ize France, was but as a preparatory ftep to de-Chrif-
tianize it with greater expedition. We may trace the
gradation of their intended progrefs, in the following
words of D’Alembert to Voltaire : ¢ For my part I fee
¢ every thing in the brighteft colours, I already be-
¢ hold toleration eftablithed, zbe Proteflants recalled,
¢ the priefts married, confeflion abolifhed, and fanati-
¢ cifm crufhed, -wzt/:aut Jo much as its being perceived.”t
Fanaticifm and wretch in D’ Alembert’s mouth are fy-
nonimous, the latter is even made ufe of in the fame
letter, both meaning Chriff or bis whole religion crufbed.

There is however an exception often made by Vol-
taire, which might have left Chrift fome few worthip-
pers among the rabble. He feems little jealous of that
conqueft, when he writes to D’ Alembert, ¢« Both you
¢¢ and Damilaville muft be well pleafed, to fee the con~
¢¢" tempt into which be wrezch is fallen among the bet-
¢¢ ter fort of people throughout Europe. They are all
s¢ - ave awifbed for, or that were neceflary. We never
¢s pretended to enlighten the houfe-maids and fhoemakers s
¢ we leave them to the apoftles.””| Or when he
writes to Diderot, ¢ Whatever you do, have your eye
¢ on the wretch. It muft be deftroyed among the
¢ better fort and leave it to the rabble for whom it was
« made y '§ or when; in fine, he writes to Dam:lav:lle,
« T can affure you, that foon none but the rabbie will
¢ follow the ftandard of our enemies, and we equally
¢, contemn that rabble whether for or againft us.”’q

Voltaire, defpairing of wider fuccefs, would fome-
times except the clergy and the great chamber of the Par-
liament. But in the fequel of thefe memoirs, we fhall
fee the confpirators a&tively extending their principles,
and inftilling their hatred againft Chriftianity into ev-
ery clafs of men, from the cottage to the throne, not
even excepting their fo much defpifed rabble.

- * Let. to Marmontel, 21ft Aug. 1767.
1 Let. to the Marquis D’Argence de Dirac, Mar, zd 1763.
1 May 4th 1762. || Sept. 2d 1768,  § Dec.asth x762
4 Asmne 1765.
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CHAP. III.
T he Secret, the Union and the Epoch of the Confpiracy.

N confpiracies it is not enough for the agents to
have a particular watchword, or formula, in order
to hide their general objet, but they have alfo peculiar
names, by which they mutually point out each other,
and which are unintelligible to the public. They care-
fully conceal their correfpondence; butif they fear
difcovery, it is then they ufe thefe precautions left their
names, or the object of the plot, be expofed.

Thefe means were not to be negleted by Voltaire
or D’Alembert. In their correfpondence Frederick is
often called Duluc,* I’ Alembert Protagoras,+ though
he often ftyles himfelf Bertrand.} Both were well ap«
plied to him, the former to denote the infidel; the lat-
ter to betoken the means of his impiety, by the fhifes
of Bertrand, in Fontaine’s fable of the Monkey and the
Cat: when D’Alembert: is Bertrand (the monkey,}
Voltaire is Raton§ (the cat.) Diderot perfonates Pla-
to or Tomplat,|| and the general term for the confpi-
rators, is Cacovac.§ They fay heis a good Cacouac,
when he can be perfetly dependedupon.  Oftentimes,
and particularly by Voltaire, they are called brothers
asin mafonary. They alfo give peculiar imports to
whole phrafes of their enigmatical language, for ex-
ample, the wine of Truth is well cultivated, is to fay wé
make amazing progrefs againft religion.**

This fecret language was particularly made ufe of,
when they feared their letters were opened or ftopped,
which often gave Voltaire and D’Alembert great unea~
finefs. It was for that reafon, that many of their let«
ters, were directed to fikitidus perfons, to merchants
or fome clerk in office, who wasin the fecret. It does

not appear that they ever made .ufe of cyphers, they
* Let. of D’Alembert, No. 77. N
+ Voltaire to Thiriot, 26th Jan. 1761.
T Let. go. § Let, 2ad March, 1774. -
|| Voltaire to Damilaville, 25th Auguft, 1766. -
€ Let. of D’Alembert, No. 76.

.« ** Let.to D’Alembert, No. 35.
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would have been much too tedious, confidering Vol-
taire’s immenfe correfpondence. Thofe were referved
for confpirators, not leis ardent, but of a deeper policy.
Falfe diretions and not figning their names, feem to
have given them fufficient confidence in their ftyle,
and if perchance, any of their letters are more enig-
matical than common, they are eafily explained by the
preceding or following ones. It was By thefe fhifts
they wifhed to leave an opening for excufing or ex-
plaining what they had already written ; but they are
not {uthciently obfcure to prevent difcovery, and that
with very little trouble, when furprifed$
Some few; neverthelefs, are more difficult to be
underftood than others; for example, the letter writ-
ten by Voltaire to D’ Alembert, the 3oth of January
1764 : « My illuftrious philofopher has fent me the
s¢ letter of Hippias, B. This letter of B.” proves that
¢¢ there are T .’s and that poor literature is falling
¢¢ back into the fhackles which Malefberbes had broken.
¢¢ That demi-fcholar as well as demi-citizen, D’A-
¢ gueffeau, wasa T .... He would have hindered
¢t the nation from thinking ! I wifh you had but feen
¢¢ that brute of a Maboul, he wasa very filly T . . . to
¢¢ be at the head of the cuftoms upon ideas under the
¢« T ...D’Aguefleau. Then followed the under T .’s
¢¢ about half a dozen miferable rafeals, who for the
¢ pitiful falary of 171, per annum, would erafe from a
¢¢ book, every thing that was worth leaving in it.”
Here it is evident that T. ftands for #rant, one of
which tyrants is the chancellor D’ Aguefleau, the other
Maboul, the comptroller of the prefs. The under T’s,
or tyrants, are the public cenfors, whofe falaries were
about 171, per annum. As to Hippias B, his perfon is
not fo clear; he was moft probably fome tyrant whe
wifhed to ftop the circulation of thofe works, which
diretly tended to the overthrow of the altar and the
‘throne. But who can fee, without indignation, the
chancellor D’ Aguefleau, the ornament of the magiftra-
cy, called a tyrant, a demi-fcholar, a demi-citizen. It
is, however, forbearance in Voltaire, not to abufe him
more grofsly ; we muft expe to fee him and D’ Alem-
bert lavifhing the loweft terms of blackguardifm,
throughout this correfpondence, on every man who
differs from them in opinion, whatfoever be his merits.

Vol. L
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otherwife, but efpecially on thofe who laboured for,
.or wrote in defence of religion.

Howeyer openly :the confpirators exprefled them-
{elves to each other, fecrecy was ftrictly recommended
to them, with refpet to the public ; and Voltaire %ch-
petually apprizes the adepts of its importance. ¢ The
 myfteries of Mytra, (he wauld make D’Alembert
¢¢ write to the adepts) are not to be divulged, the mog-
¢ fter (religion) muft fall, pierced by a hundred in-
« vifible hands ; yes, let it fall beneath a thoufand
¢ repeated blows,)*

This fecr&y, neverthelefs, was not to be fo much
with refpe&t to the object of the confpiracy, as to the
mnames of the confpirators, .and the .means they em-
ployed ; for it was impoflible for the rancorous hatred
of Voltaire, to difguife the wifh of annihilating Chrif-
tianity; but he had to fear ononefide the feverity of the
laws, and on the other the contempt and infamy which
would certainly attach to himfelf and difciples, from
‘the impudence of their faehoods and the effrontery
«of their calumnies, had it ever been poffible to trace
their authors and abettors. ~

Hiftory is not in fault, if it is obliged to reprefe
the chief of the confpiracy, at once the moft daring,
the moft unrelenting in his hatred to Chrift, and the
moft defirous of hiding his attacks. Voleaire fecretly
confpiring and concealing his means, is the fame man,
though bold and blafpheming. Openly attacking the
altars of his God, he is ftill the Sophifter, though veil-
ing the hand that ftrikes, or fecking in the dark to un-
dermine the temple. It is hatred that fires his rage,
or leads him through the tortuous ways of the confpir-
ator. To unmafk this difimulating man, fhall be a
leading point in the following memoirs. :

In his charalter of chief, the myfteries of Mytra as
well as the intrigues of the confpirators, could be of
no {mall concern to him, and the following were his
fecret inftructions. ¢« Confound zbe wretch to the ut-
 moft of your power, fpeak your mind boldly, ftrike
¢ and conceal your hand. You may be known; I am
¢« willing to believe there are people fufficiently keen=
¢ fcented, but they will not be able to convi& you.”+

* Let. to D’Alembert, April 27th, 1768. -
4 Let. to D’Alembert, May, 1761. )
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¢ The Nile, it was faid, fpread around its fertilizing
¢ waters, though it concealled its head ; do you the
« fame,you will fecretly enjoy your triumph. Ire-
¢ commend the wretch to you”* ¢ We embrace the
¢ worthy knight and exhort him to conceal-his hand
¢ from the enemy.”+

No precept is oftener repeated by Voltaire than
Rrike but conceal the hand, and if by indifcretion any
adept occafioned his difcovery, he would complain
moft bitterly, he would even deny works that were the
moft decidedly his. ¢ I know not why (fays he) peo-
¢ ple are fo obftinately bent on bglieviig me the au-
s¢ thor of the Philofophical Dictionary.® The greateft
¢¢ fervice you can do me, is to affert, though youpledge
& iour thare in Paradife, that I have no hand in that
¢ hellith work. There are three or four people, wha
¢ perpetually repeat, that I have fupported the good
¢ caufe, and that I fight mortally againft the wild
¢ bealts. Iris betraying one's brethren, to praife them
¢ on fuch an occafion, thofe good fouls blefs me, but ruin
¢ me. Itis certainly him, they fay, itis his ftyle, his
¢ manner. Ah, my brethren, what fatal accents 3
s on the contrary you fhould cry outon the public -
¢ ways, it is not he, for the monfler muft fall pierced by
¢ a bundred invifible hands ; yes, let st fall beneath a
& thoufand repeated blows .t
It wasin this art of fecrecy and of concealing his
fteps, that IXAlembert fo much excelled. Himit
was, that Voltaire recommended to the brethren for
imitation, and as the bope of the flock. ¢ Heis daring
¢¢ (would he fay to them,) but not rafh ; he will make
¢ hypocrites tremble (that is religious men) without
s¢ ‘giving any hold againft himfelf.”§ '
. %rcdcrick not only approved of this fecrecy,|| but
we fhall fee him playing off all the artifices of his dark
policy to enfure the fuccefs of the confpiracy.

In every plot, union is as eflfential to the confpiratos, Union of
as fecrecy to the caufe, and fo it is often and particu- ?‘? ot
larly recommended. Among others we find the fol- P
lowing inftruétions : ¢ Oh, my philofophers, we
¢¢ fhould march clofed, as the Macedonian phalanx, it

*. Let. to Helvetius, May x1th 1761. '

Let. to Mr. de Vielleville, 26th Apri] 1767.
Let. to D’Alembert, 152 and 219.
Let. from Voltaire to Thuriot, 1gth Nov. 1760. °

Il Let. to Voltaire, z6th May 3771, o
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¢« was only vanquifhed when it opened. ' Let the real
¢ philofophers unite in abrotherhood like the Free-
- ¢ mafons ; Jet them affemble and fupport each -other,
¢ let them be faithful to the affociation. Suchan
¢¢ academy will be far fuperior to that of Athens, and
s¢ to all thofe of Paris.”* ' '

Ifany diffention, perchance, happened among the
confpirators, the chief immediately wrote to appeafe

. them: he would fay, ¢ Ah poor brethren, the primi-
¢ tive Chriftians behaved themfelves much better than
¢¢ we do. Patience, do not let us lofe courage, God
¢ will help yg prosided we remain united,” and when
he wifhed to Infift more particularly onthe object of
that union, he would repeat his anfwer to Herault,
WEll fee whether it be s$rue, that the Chriftian religion
cannot be defiroyed.+ - ‘

Moft of thefe diffentions arofe from the difference
of opinien in the confpirators, and the difcordancy of
their fophifms againft Chriftianity, which - often made
them thwart each other. Voltaire, aware of the ad-
vantage it gave to religious writers, -immediately en-
joined D’Alembert to feek, if poffible, a reconciliation
with the Atheifts, Deifts and Spinofifts. ¢ The two
¥¢ parties (fayshe) muft necefarily coalefce. I wifh
¢ you would undertake that reconciliation ; fay to
¢¢ them, if you will omit the emetic, I will overlook
s¢ the bleeding.”1 : '

This premier chief, always fearful left their ardor

Ardor fhould fubfide,and wifhing to animate their zeal, would
and ceB-  write to the other chiefs, I fear you are not fufficient-
thepiot  “ 1y zealous, you bury your talents, you feem only to
" ¢ contemn whilft you fhould abhor and deftroy the
¢ monfter. Could not you crufh him in a few pages,
¢« while you modeftly hide from him, that he falls b
¢ your pen. It was given Meleager to kill the boar ;
¢ hurl the javelin, but hide your hand. Comfort mein
¢ my old age.)§ He would write to a young adept, .
who might be dejeCted through ill fuccefs, Courage !
do not let yourfelf be dejected.|| In fine, 'to bind them by
the ftrongeft ties of intereft, he would tell them b‘v p

* Let. to D’Alembert, No. 85 anno 1761, and No, 2,
anno 1769. F Let.te D’Alembert, No. 66. v
Let. to D’Alembert, No. 37, 1770. )
Let. to D’Alembert, 28th Sept. 1763,
fl Let.to Damilaville,
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means of D’ Alembert, ¢ Such is our fituation that we
« fhall be the execration of mankind, if we have not the
% better fort of people on our fide. We muft then
% gain them, coft what it will ; labour therefore in the
« viheyard,and crufb the wretch, then crufb the wretch.”™*

It is thus that every diftintive mark which confti-
tutes the confpirator, fuch as enigmatical language, a
common and fecret wifh,union, ardor and perfeverance,
is to be feen in thefe firft authors of the war againft
Chriftianity. Itis thus that the hiftorian is authorifed
to reprefent this coalition of Sophifters, as a true con-
fpiracy againft the altar. At length Voltaire not only Open
allows it, but wifhes every adept to underftand, that :’“;"’.‘l of
the war of which he was ‘the chief, was a true plot, '
and that each one was to a& the part of a confpirator.
‘Whenhe feared their exceffive zeal, he would write
himfelf, or through D’Alembert, that in the war they
waged, they were to ail as confpirators and not as zealots g -

“When the chief of thefe infidels makes fo formal a
declaration, when he fo clearly orders them to a as
confpirators, it would be abfurd to feek further proofs,
as to the exiftance of the confpiracy. I fear they have
already been too numerous for my reader; but ina
mmatter of fuch importance, I was to prefume him equal-
ly rigid as myfelf, with refpe& to its demonftration.
Now as nobody will deny this, unlefs blind to convic-
tion, to have beena real confpiracy of the Sophifters
againft Chrift and his church, I will not end this chap-
ter, without trying to afcertainits origin andtrueepoch. _ .

‘Was this confpiracy to be dated from the day om ﬁ?c‘:‘n‘_’f
which Voltaire confecrated his life to the annihilation fpiracy.
of Chriftianity, we fhould look back to the year 1728, .
that being the epoch of his return from London to
France ; and his moft faithful difciples inform us, that
he made his determination when in England.t But
Voltaire lived many years, alone ruminating his hatred
againft Chrift ; it 1s true he was already the officious
defender of every impious work that had the fame ten-
dency, but thefe were only the ifolated works of So-

wphi&crs, fingly writing, without any of the appurte-
nances of the confpirator. To form adepts and inftil
his hatred into them, could be but the work of time,
and his efforts, unfortunately crowned with fuccefs,

* 33th Feb. 1764. ‘.-l- Voltaire to D’Alembert, let, 142,
. 1 Life of Voltaire, edit. of Kell.
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had greatly augmented their number, when, in-1750,
he by the exprefs defire of the king of Pruffra, took hig
departure for Berlin. Of all the difciples he left in
Paris, the moft zealous were D’ Alembert and Diderot,
and it is to thefe two men, that the coalition againft
Chrift can be firft traced. Though it may mot have
acquired all its ftrength, it certainly exifted when the
plan of the Encyclopedia was decided on; thatis to
fay, the year that Voltaire left Paris for Berlin. Vol
taire had formed his difciples, but it was D' Alembert
and Diderot who united them in one body to make
that famous compilation, which may in truth be ftyled
the grand arfenal of impiety, whence all their fophifti-
cated arms, were to be dire¢ted againft Chriftianity.

Voltaire, who alone was worth a hoft of infidels,
laboring apart in the war againft Chriftianity, left the
Encyclopedifts, for fome time, to their own fchemes 3
but if his difciples had been able to form the coalition,
they were incapable of carrying it on. Their difh-
culties augmenting, they fought a man able to remove
them, and without hefitation fixed ¢ 2 Voltaire, or rath«
er, to ufe thewordsof his hiftorian, Voltaire, by bis age,
bis reputation and bis geniusy naturally became their chief.

At his return from Pruffia, about the year 1752, he
found the confpiracy complete. Its precife object was
the deftruction of Chriftianity; the firft chief hadfworn
it, the fecondary chiefs, fuch as D’Alembert, Diderot
and even Frederick, notwithftanding his quarrels wich
thepremier, wercever afterleagued with him inthefame
bonds, At this period, the adepts were all that Vol-
taire could number, as his difciples : but from the day
of the coalition between the premier, the fecondary
chiefs, and the adepts’ agents or protectors ; from the
day that the object of this coalition to crufh Chrift and
his religion, under the appellation of wretch, had been
decreed, until the grand objeét of the coalition was to
be confummated by the profcriptions and horrid maf-
facres of the Jacobins, near half a century was to
elapfe 5 for fo much time was neceffary for the har.
binger of blood and corruptien, to prepare the way fot
the Philofophift of deftruction and murder. Natur-
ally during this Jong period of time, we fhall fee this
fophiftical fect, who had fworn to cruth, coalefcing
with the {e&t, who under the name of Facobin, really
does crufh and maffacre, ' '
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‘Where then the difference between the fophiftical Relation
fe& under Voltaire and D’Alembert, anticipating the :’h‘:';.“'m
murders of the French revolution, by their wifhes and ¢¢ry "
their confpiracies, and thofe fophifters, who under the the Jaco-
name of Jacobin, overthrow the altar and embrue its bias
fteps with the blood of its priefts and pontiffs ! Do
not they profcribe the religion of the fame Chrift, of
‘the fame God, whom Veltaire, D’ Alembert, Fredera
ick and all that impious fequel of adepts had fworn to
cruth and abhor ? Will any one tell us, that there is
any difference between the fophifms of the former, and
the pretexts of the latter, between the fchool of Vol-
taire and the maxims of the Jacobinical den.

The Jacobins will one day declare that all men are
free, that all men are equal, and as a confequence of
this liberty and equality they will conclude that every
man muft be left to the lights of reafon. That every
religion fubjeting man’s reafon to myfteries, or to the
authorities of any revelation {peaking in God’s name,
is a religion of flavery and conftraint; that as fuch it
fhould be annihilated, in order to re-eftablifh the in-
defeafible rights of liberty and equality, as to the belief
or difbelief of all that the reafon of man approves or
difapproves : and they will call this liberty and equal-
ity, ‘xe reign of reafon and the empire of philofophy.
Can the candid reader belicve, that this liberty and
equality is not appofite to the war carried on by Vol-
taire againft Chriftianity ? Had the chiefs or adepts
ever any other view, than that of eftablithing their
pretended empire of philofophyor their reign of reafon,
on that felf-fame liberty and equality applied to revela-
tion and the myfteries, in perpetual oppofition to Chrift
and his church ?

Did not Voltaire hate the church and its paftors,
becaufe they oppofed that liberty and equality applied
to our belief ; becaufe nothing was fo contemptible and

Jo miferable in his eyes, as to fee one man have recourfe
to another in matters of faith, or to afk what be ought
to believe®  Reafon, liberty and philofophy were as con-
ftantly in the mouths of {/oltaire and D’Alembert, as
a means of overthrowing Revelation and the Gofpel ;
as they are at this day in the mouths of the Jacobins.t

hd Leiter to the Duke D’Ufez, 19th Nov. 1760,
+ See the whole of their correfpondence.
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‘When the adepts wifh to extol the glory of their chiefs,
they will reprefent them perpetually reclaiming  the inde-
pendence of Reafon, and devoutly expeting thofe days
when the fun fball nolonger [bine, but upon free men, ac-
knowledging no other mafler but their own reafon.

‘When therefore, on the ruins of the temple, the Ja-
cobins fhall have ereGed the idol of their reafon, their
liberty or their philofophy; will they have fulfilled
any other wifh, any other oath, than that fworn by
Voltaire and his adepts.

‘When the Jacobins fhall apply the axe to the foun-
dations of the temples whether Proteftant or Catholicy
or in fine of any fe&t acknowledging the God of the
Chriftians ; will they have more widely extended their
fyftems of deftrution, than Voltaire confpiring againft
t{e altars of London or Geneva, equally as againft
thofe of Rome ? '

‘When their grand club fhall be filled with every in~
fidel the French revolution can produce, whether
Atheift, Deift or Sceptic, will their revolutionary co-~
horts be differently formed, than thofe which D’ Alem-
bert was to quicken and ftir up againft the God of
Chriftiapity ?

In fine, when one day thefe legions fallying from
this den of impiety, from the grand club of the Jaco-
bins, fhall triumphantly carry to the Pantheon, the
athes of Voltaire ; will not that be' the confummating
of the Antichriftian Confpiracy, will not that be the
revolution fo long planned by Voltaire ? The means
may differ, but the obje&, the fpirit, and the extent of
the confpiracy will remain. We fhall fec the very
means employed, the revolution that deftroys the al-
tar, that plunders and maflacres its priefts by the hand
of the Jacobin, were not foreign to the wifhes or in-
tentions of the firft adepts. The moft dreadful and
difgufting parts of this irreligicus revolution, only dif«
fers from their plans, by a difference in terms; one
WISHED to crufb, the other DID crufb. The means were
fuch as the times fuggefted, both were not equally
powerful.—We will now proceed to tear the veil from
thofe dark intrigues, fucceflivly employed by the So-
phifters during the half century, which prepared fuch
fcenes of blood and confufion. '

§ Condorcet’s Progrefs of Reafon, gth Epoch.

’
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CHAP. IV:
Firft Means of the Confpirators.

N order o crufh ibe wretch, in the fenfe of Voltaire,
or to attain the deftruion of the altars of that
- God whofe worfhip had been taught by the Apottles,
nothing lefs could fuffice than the total fubjection of
the public opinion, and the annihilation of the faith of
all Chriftian nations. To annihilate it by force was
above the ftrength of the rifing coalition. Force was
only to be reforted to, when by a revolution in all re-
ligious ideas, things had been brought to that ftate, in
which our Jacobin legiflators found them ; or when,
by incredulity, the courts, the fenates, the armies, in
fine, men of all defcriptions, had been gained over toa
fubmiffion, .or blind confidence in their fophiftry.
And indeed the neceflary growth of impiety and cor+
ruption, fuppofed too long a period, for Frederick or
Voltaire ever to flatter themfelves with the hopes of
feeing it.* It was then too early for them to grafp
the falchion of the butchering Jacobin; nor muft we
exped, in the following pages, to read of éuillotincs,
or forced requifitionis in battle array, againft the altars
of Chriftianity. _

In the beginning we fee their intrigues hidden, and
without tumult ; flow and tortuous, but more infidi«
ous from their fecrecy, more certain from their flow-
nefs; the public opinion was to perifh, as it were, by
inanition, before they dared lay the axe to the altar.
And this mode of proceeding we find, is perfeétly un-
derfteod by Frederick, when he writes to Voltaire,
that 2o undermine the edifice in filence, is to oblige it to fall
of itfelf ;4 and fill better underftood by D'Alembert,
when upbraiding Voltaire with being too hafty, he
fays, If mankind grows enlightened, it is becaufe we have
the care to enlighten them by degrees.t  Convinced of the
neceflity of this gradation, D’ Alembert bethought him-
felf of the Encyclopedia, as the grand means of phi-

* Letter of Frederick to Voltaiie, sth May, 1767.
—Rlchthljuly 1775, GI 3xft July 1762,
o 1] 1] - .
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lofophizing mankind, and crufbing the wretch. His
proje& is no fooner conceived, than enthufiaftically
embraced by Diderot; and Voltaire animated their
drooping courage more than orce, by his conftant at-
tention to the undertaking.

To judge of what amazing importance the fuccefs
of this famous diGtionary was to the confpiring chiefs,
we muft be acquainted with the plan, the method of
its execution, and how it was to become the infallible-
agent of incredulity, and its moft powerful weapon in
perverting the public opinion, or overturning all the
principles of Chriftianity.

The Encyclopedia is at firft ufhered into the world
as the aggregate, as the complete treafure of all human
arts and {ciences, of Religion, Divinity, Phyfics, Hif-
tory, Geography, Aftronomy orCommerce ; in a word,
of whatever may conftitute a Science : of Poctry, Ora-
tory, Grammar, Painting, Archite&ure, Manufaltures,
or of whatever can be the obje& of ufeful or pleafing
arts. Thisgreat work was to comprehend the very
minutiz of different trades, from the manufaturer to
the labourer ; it was of itfelf to be an immenfe library,
and fupply the place of one. It was to be the work of
men the moft {cientific and the moft profound in every
branch, that France could produce. The difcourfe in
which it was announced by D’ Alembert to all Europe,
was written with fo much art, had been fo profoundly
meditated and nicely weighed, the concatenation of
the {ciences and the progrefs of the human mind, ap-
peared fo properly delineated : whatever he had bor-
rowed from Bacon or Chambers on the filiation of
ideas, fo perfectly difguifed ; in fine, the plagiary fo-
phifter had fo perfe€tly decked himfelf in the riches of
others, that the profpectus of the Encyclopedia was
looked upon as a mafterpiece, and its author as the
moft proper perfon to prefide over fo ftupendous a work.

Such were their mighty promifes, but promifes nev-
er intended to be fulfilled 5 while, on the other fide,
they had their fecret object, and that they were deter-
mined to accomplith. This was to convert the Ency-
clopedia into a vaft emporium of all the fophifms, er-
rors or calumnies, which ever had been invented againft .
religion, from the firft fchools of impiety, until the day

- of their enterprize ; and thefe were to be fo artfully

concealed, that the reader fhould infenfibly imbibg the
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poifon without the leaft fufpicion. To prevent difcov-
ery the error was never to be found where it might be
fuppofed, religion' was not only to be refpected, but
even fupported in all dire& difcuffions, though fome-
times the difcuffion is fo handled, that the objection
they feem to refute, is more forcibly imprefied on the
mind of the reader. The moreto impofe on the un-
thinking, D’Alembert and Diderot artfully engaged
feveral men of unblemifthed charaller to partake in

- thisvaft undertaking. Such was Mr. de Jeaucourt, a

man of great learning and probity, who has furnithed
a number of articles to the Encyclopedia : his name
alone could have been thought afufficient guarantee
againft all the art and perfidy of its fp\'inciples; in fhort,
it was declared that all points of religion were to be
difcufled by divines well known for their learning and
orthodoxy.

All this might have been true, and the work only
prove the more perfidious, D’Alembert and Diderot
referving to themfelves athree-fold refource to forward
their Antichriftian Confpiracy.
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Their firft refource, was that of infinuating error Itsmeans
and infidelity into thofe articlesdeemed the leaft fuf- and art.

ceptible of them ; fuch, for example, as Hiftory, or
Natural Philofophy, even into Chemiftry and Geogra-
Phy; where fuch danger could not even have been fur-
mifed. The fecond was that of references, an art fo
precious, by which after having placed fome religious
truths under the reader’s eye, heis tempted to feek

_ further information in articles of a quite different caft.

Sometimes the mere reference was an epigram or a far-
cafm. They would, after having treated a religious

fubjet with all poflible refpe, fimply add, Sce the art.’

PRRJUBICE, or SUPERSTITION, or FANATICISM 3 laft-
ly, when our referring Sophifters feared this fhift could
not avail them, they would not hefitate at falfifying and
altering the difcuffion of a virtuous co-operator, or at
adding an article of their own, whofe apparent obje&t
was to defend, while the real was to refute what had
already been written on the fubjet. In fine, impiety
was to be fufficiently veiled to make it attraltive, while
it left place for excufe and fubterfuge. This was the
peculiar art of our barking fophifter D’ Alembert. Di-
derot, more daring, was at firft countenanced in the
mad flights of hisimpiety, but in cooler moments, his
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articles were to be revifed; he was then to add foms
apparent reftriCtion in favour of religion, fome of thofe
high-founding and reverential words, but which left
the whole of the impiety to fubfift. If he was above
that care, D’Alembert as fupervifor-general, took it
upon himfelf.

. Peculiar care was to be taken in the compiling of
the firlt volumes, left the clergy or thofe men of prej-
udice, as they were called, fhould take the alarm. As
they proceeded in the work they were to grow more
bold, and if circumftances did not favor them, nor al-
low them to fay all they wifhed to fay, they were to re-
fort to fupplements, and to foreign editions, which
would at the fame time render this dangerous work

- ynore common, and lefs coftly to the generality of rea-

ders.

The Encyclopedia, perpetually recommended and
cried up by the adepts, was to be a ftanding book in
all libraries, and infenfibly the learned was to be con-
verted into the Antichriftian world, If the proje&
was well conceived, it was impoffible to fee one more
faithfully executed.

It is now our duty to lay before the reader, proofs
firlt as to the fa&, fecondly as to the intention. For
the firft, it will be fufficient to caft the eye on divers ar-
ticles of this immenfe colle&tion, efpecially where the
principal tenets of Chriftianity, or even of natural reli-
gion are treated, and to follow them through the di-
vers references the Sophifters have prepared for the
reader. 'We fhall find the exiftence of God, free
agency, the fpirituality of the foul, treated in the ftyle
of a Chriftian philofopher, but a vide DEMONSTRA~
TION, or a vide CorrUPTION will be added, to pervert
all that had been faid ; and thofe articles to which
D’Alembert and Diderot more particularly refer the
reader, are exaltly thofe where the do&trine of the fcep-
tic or the Spinofift, of the Fatalift or the Materialift,
is chiefly inculcated. [ See note at theend of the Chapter.]

This cunning could not efcape thofe authors who
wrote in the defence of religion.* But Voltaire re-
forting to calumny, in order to defend their Encyclo-
pedia, will reprefent thefe authors as enemies of the

.*® See Religion Vindicated, the writings of Gauchat, of Bef-
gier, in our Helyian Letters,
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flate, as bad citizens.®* Such, indeed, were his ufual ‘v
weapons, and had he perfeétly fucceeded in deceiving

people, it would have been fufficient to have examined
his confidential correfpondence with thevery authors of
the work, to be convinced of the wickednefs of their
intentions. ‘
At a hundred leagues from Paris, and not thwarted
by the obftacles D’ Alembert had to combat, he often
complains, that the attacks are not fufficiently dire&.
He is often ruffled by certain reftritions familiar to
D’ Alembert, and at length he breaks out on thofeput to
the article BaYLE. - D’Alembert anfwers, ¢ This is an
¢¢ idle quarrel indeed, on Bayle’s Dictionary. In the
s¢ firft place, I did not fay, happy would it have been had
s« ke fhown more reverence to religion and morality. My
¢ phrafe is much more modeft : and befides, in a
¢ curfed country like this, where we are writing, who
¢ does not know that fuch fentences are of mere form
¢ and only a cloak to the truths additionally conveyed.
s¢ Every one is aware of that.”+ ,
During the time that Voltaire was fo much bufied
with the articles he fo frequently fent to D’Alembert
for the Encyclopedia, he often complainsof his fhackles,
and is unable to diffemble how much he defires to at-
tack religion openly, and writes, ¢ All that I am told
s¢ about the articles of Divinity and Metaphyfics,
s¢ grieves me to the heart; ob how cruel it is to print
¢ the very reverfe of what ene thinks.”§ But D'Alem-
bert, more adroit, fenfible of the neceffity of thefe pal-
liatives, ¢ Jeff be fhould be looked upon as a madman by
s¢ thofe he wifbed to converty” forefaw the day when he
could triumphantly anfwer, ¢ If mankind i3 fo much
¢ enlightened to-day, it is only becaufe we have had
s¢ the precaution, or good fortune, fo enlighten them by
8¢ degrees.”’§ ‘
‘When Voltaire had fent certain violent articles, un-~
der the name of the prieft of Laufanne, D’ Alembert
would immediately write, ¢ We fhall always receive
¢ with gratitude whatever comes from the fame hand.
¢« We only pray our heretic to draw in his claw a lit-
s¢ tle, as in certain places he has {hown his fangs a
s¢ little too much. This is the time for flepping back te

* 18th Letter to D’Alembert.—t .
}» 1oth O&. 1764. 1 Let. of the gth of O&, 1755.
16th July 1762, "

As to the
intention.
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¢ make the better leap.”® And to thow that he never
Toft fight of this maxim, he an{wers Voltaire’s animad-
verfions on the article HELL : ¢« Without doubt we
¢« have feveral wretched articles in our divinity and
¢« mectaphyfics, but with divines for cenfors and a privi-
¢¢ lege, Idefy you to make them better. There are arti-
¢ cles Jefs expofed where all is fet to rights again.”+

Can there be a doubt left of the precife and deter-'
mined intention of the Encyclopedifts, when Voltaire
exhorts D’ Alembert to fnatch the moment, whilft the
attention of government is drawn off by other concerns.

- ¢ During this war with the parliahent and the bifbops,
¢ the philofophers will have fine play. Yox bave a
¢ fair opportunity of filling the Encyclopedia with thofe
¢ truths, that we fbould not bave dared utter twenty years
¢ ago.”t Or when he writes to Damilaville, ¢ I can
¢ be concerned for a good dramatic performance, but
¢ could be far more pleafed with a good philofophical
¢ work that fhould forever crufh the wretch. I place
¢ all my bopes in the Encyclopedia.”§ After fuch an
avowal it would be ufelefs to feek further proof, of this
immenfe compilation being no other than the grand
arfenal for all their fophifticated arms againft religion.

Diderot more open, even in his ambutfhes relu&antly
employed cunning. He does not hide. how much he
withed, boldly to infert his principles, and his princi-
ples are explained when he writes, ¢ The age of Louis
¢« XIV. only produced two men worthy of co-opera-
¢¢ ting to the Encyclopedia,” and thefe two men were
Perault and Boindin. The merits of the latter are
more confpicuous than thofe of the former. Boindin,
born in 1676, had lately died a reputed Atheift, and
had been refufed Chriftian burial. The notoriety of
his principles had thut the French academy againft
him, and with {uch titles he could not have failed be-
ing a worthy co-operator.

Such then the obje, fuch the intention of the con-
fpiring authors. 'We fee by their own confeflion, that
they did not wifh to compile for fcience, but to com-
pile for incredulity ; that it was not the advancement
of arts they fought, but to feize the moment, when
the attention of the ruling authorities were drawn off,
to propagate their impious calumnies againft religion.

* 21ft July 1759. -4 Ibid.

3 Let. to D’Alembert, 33th Nov. 1756, § 23d May 1764,
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They hypocritically utter fome few religious truths 5 .
they print the contrary of what they believed on Chrifti-
anity, but only the better to cover the fophifms they
printed againtt it.

In’fpite of all thofe arts, men zealous for religion,
forcibly oppofed the work. The Dauphin in particu- ?:ﬁ:‘c?d.
lar, obtained a temporary fufpenfion of it ; and various of the Ea-
were the rebuffs the authors met with. D’Alembert cyclopedia.
wearied, had nearly forfaken it, when Voltaire, fenfi-
ble of the importance of this firft tool of the confpir-
acy, roufed his drooping courage. He, far from aba-
ting, rather redoubled his efforts, aking for, and in-
ceflantly fending frefh articles. He would extol per-
- feverance, he would fhow D’Alembert and Diderot
the ignominy and fhame redounding to their oppo-
nents.* He would urge them, conjure them by their
friendfhip or in the name of philofophy to overcome
their difguft, and not to be foiled in fo glorious an un-
dertaking.t
At length the Encyclopedia was brought to a con-

clufion, and it made its appearance under the fanction
of a public privilege. Triumphant in their firft ftep,
the confpirators faw in it but the forerunner of their
future fuccefles againft religion. -

Left any one fhould doubt of the particular drift of
this compilation ; the reader muft be informed of the
co-operators chofen by D’Alembert and Diderot, and
that efpecially for the religious part. Their firftdivine
was Raynal, a man juft expelled from the order of the
Jefuits on account of his impiety, his chief and ftrong-
eft reccommendation to D’Alembert. Every one un-
fortunately knows how much ke verified the judgment
of his former brethren, by his atrocious declamations
againft Chriftianity ; but few are acquainted with the
anecdote of his expulfion from among the co-operators,
and that conne&s his ftory with that of another divine,
who, without being impious himfelf, had been unfor-
tunately drawn into the company of the Sophifters.

_ This was the Abbé Yvon, an odd metaphyfician, but
an inoffenfive and upright man ; often in extreme in-
digence, and living by his pen, when he thought he
coulddo it with decency. In the fimplicity of his

* See his letters of the years 1755-6. .
Letters of sth Sept. 1753, 13th Nov. 1756, and partica.
larly of 8th Jan. 1757, -
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heart he had written The Defence of the Abbé de Prades.
I have heard him affert that not a' fingle error could be
found in that work, and on the firft argument give up
the point. With the fame fimplicity I have heard him
relate, by what means he had co-operated to the Ency«
clopedia. ¢ I wasin want of money, (faid he ;) Ray+
¢ nal met me and perfuaded me to write a few arti-
¢ cles, promifing me a good reward, I acceded, and

« my work delivered at Raynal’s ftudy, I received

¢¢ twenty-five Louis-d’ors. ~ Thinking myfelf very
¢« well paid, I imparted my good fortune to one of the
s bookfellers employed for the Encyclopedia, who
¢ feemed much furprifed that the articles furnithed by
¢ Raynal, fhouid net be his own. He was furious at
¢¢ thetrick he furmifed. A few days after I was fent
% for to the office ; and Raynal, who had received 1

. ¢ thoufand crowns for his pretended work, was obli-

¢ ged to refund me the hundred Louis-d’ors he had
¢ kept for himfelf.” ,

This anecdote will not furprife thofe who dre ac-
quainted with Raynal’s plagiary talents. His impiety
was not fufficient to prevent his difmiffion, but it pre-
ferved him within the pale of the fraternal embrace.

I muft add, that the articles on Gop and on the
SouL, furnifhed by the Abbé Yvon, are exaétly thofe
which grieved Voltaire to the heart, and for which,
D’Alembert and Diderot wereobliged to have recourfe
to their art of references.

The third divine, or as D’Alembert ftyles him the
fecond, for he never dared mention Yvon to Voltaire;
was the Abbé de Prades, obliged to fly to Pruffia, on
his attempt to impofe on the Sorbonne in advancing
his own impious propofitions for thofe of religion. It
was the cunning of this thefis which had mifled the
Abbé Yvon, but foon difcovered, the parliament took
itup. The author, neverthelefs, was put under the
protection of the King of Pruffia, by Voltaire and
D’Alembert.* ' ' '

We alfo owe to the memory of De Prades to repeat,

what his protectors would willingly conceal; that °

three years after, he publicly retracted all his errors in-
a declaration figned the 6th of Aptil 1754, bewailing
his intimacy with the Sophifters, adding, that one lifz

* Correfpondence of Voltaire and D’Alembert, let. 2 and 3.
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could not fuffice to weep bis paft condu&"’ he died in
1782.

Another of their divines was the Abbe Morelet, a
man precious to Voltaire and D’ Alembert, who play-
ing on his name called him the Abbé Mord-les (bite
them,) becaufe under pretence of attacking the Inqui-
fition, he had fallen on (bxtten) the church with all his
might.}

Should we enumerate the lay writers who co-opera-
ted in this work, we fhould find far worfe. But we
will only mention the famous Dumarfais, at the fame
time fo infamous, that the public authorities were
obliged to interfere and deftroy a fchool he had form-
ed, folely to imbibe his pupils with the venom of his
impiety. This unfortunate man alfo retrafled his er-
rors, but only on his death-bed. The choiece of this
man’s pen,fhows what co-operators D’ Alembert fought.

Far be it from me, to confound, in this clafs, fuch
men as M. de Formey or Jaucourt, particularly the
latter, to whom, as we have already faid, they were in-
debted for many articles. The only reproach we can
make him, is that he thould have continued his Iabours,
after he either did or thould have feen the drift of that
vaft compilation, where intermixed with his toils, lay
all the fophifms and calumnies impiety could invent.

Excepting thefe two men, we may nearly compre- '

hend the reft of the Encyclopedian writers, in the fol-
lowmg pi€ture, drawn by Diderot himfelf. ¢« All

¢ that deteftable crew, who, though perfeétly igno-
<« rant, valued themfelves on knowing every thing,
¢« who feeking to diftinguifh themfelves by that vexa-
s tious univerfality they pretended to, fell upon every
s¢ thing, jumbled and fpoiled all, and converted this
¢« pretended digeft of {cience into a gulph, or rather a
S fort of rag-bafket, where they promifcuoufly threw ev-
¢ ery thing balf examined, ill a'zg;/kd, good, bad, and in-
¢ differenty but always incoberent.” What a precious
avowal as to the intrinfic merit of their work ; efpe~
eially after after what he fays as to their views, in des
fcribing the pains they had taken, the torments it had
put them to, the art it had required to infinuate whag

* Feller’s Hift. Di&.
+ Correfpondence of D’Alembert, No. 65 and 96 : Let. to
Thl‘r’\olt, i&h Jan. 1763.
ol. L.
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they dared not openly write againft prejudices (reli-
gion,) in order to overthrow them without being per-
ceived.*

In fine, all thefe follies of the rag-dealers, contribu«
ted to the bulk and accelerated the appearance of the
volumes ; the chiefs carefully inferting, in each vol-
ume, what could promote the grand object. At
length terminated, all the trumpets founded, and the
journals of the party teemed with the praifes of this
literary atchievement. The learned themfelves were
duped. Every one would have an Encyclopedia. Nu-~

- merous were the editions, of all fizes and prices, but

. A new En-
cyclopedia.

e

Devices of
the Ency-
clopediaon
the article
Gop,

under the pretence of correing, greater boldnefs
was aflumed. About the time, when the antichrif-
tian revolution was nearly accomplifhed, appeared Tbe
Encyclopedia by order of Matter. When it was firft un-
dertaken, fome deference was ftill paid to religion. A
man of eminent merit, Mr. Bergier, a canon of Paris,
thought it incumbent on him to yield to the prefling
folicitations of his friends, left the part treating of re-
ligion, fhould fall into the hands of its greateft enemies.
‘What was eafy to forefee came to pafs. The name of
aman, who had combated the impious works of a
Voltaire or a Roufleau, naturally ferved as a cloak to
this new digeft, ftyled The Encyclopedia methodifed.
This was on the eve of the French revolution, fo that
the petty infidels charged with the work, kept no fur-
ther bounds with regard to religion. This new work
is more completely impious than the former, notwith~
ftanding fome excellent traGts of Mr. Bergier and of
fome others ; and thus the Sophifters of the day per-
fe&ed the firft tool of the Antichriftian confpirators.

* The text in the original is far more extenfive, where Di-
derot treats of the deficiencies of the Encyclopedia, but met
having it at hand, we quote from Feller’s Hift. Dié. art. D:-
DEROT.

Note referredto in Page 34.

- Look for-the article Gop (Geneva edition) and you will find
very found notions, together with the dire&, phyfical and met-
aphyfical demonftration of his exiftence; and indeed under
fuch aa article it would have been too manifeft te have breach-
ed any thing even bordering on Atheifi, Spinofifm, or Epiour-
ifm ; but the reader is referred to the articleDEMONSTRATION,
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and there all the phyfical and metaphyfical cogent arguments
for the exiftence of a God difappear. We are there taught,
that all dire@ demonftrations fuppofe the idea of infinitude, and
that fuch an idea cannot be of the clearsft, cither for the Natural-
ift or the Metaphyfician. Thisin a word deftroys all confidence
the reader had in the proofs adduced of the exiftence of God.
‘There again, they are Fleafed to tell you, that a fingle infed,
in the eyes of the philofepher, more forcibly proves the exifferce
of a God, than all the metaphyfical arguments whatever (ibid.) ;
but you are then reféerred to CorRrRUPTION, where you learn
how much yeu are to beware of afferting in 2 pofitive marner,
that corruption can never beggt animated bodies, and that fuch
a produétion of animated bodies by corruption, feems to be
countenanced by daily experiments ; and it is from thefe exper-
ments precifely, that the Atheifts conclude, that the exiftence
of God is anneceffary, either for the creation of man or animals,
Prepoflefled by thefe references, againtt the exiftence of God,
let the reader turn to the articles of Excycrorepia and Eri-
¢urisM. Inthe former he will be told, zbat there is no being
$n natare that can be called the firf} or laft, and that a machine
infmite in every way mufl neceffarily be the Deity. In the latter
the atom is to be the Deity. Tt will be the primary caufe of all
things, by whom and of whom, every thing is, a&ive, effentiall
" of itfelf, alone unalterable, alone cternal, alone immutable ; an
thus the reader will be infenfibly led from the God of the Gof~
_ pel to the heathenifh fitions of an Epicurus or of a Spinofa.
The fame cunning is to be found in the article of the SovL.
‘When the Sophifters treat dire@ly of its effence they give the
ordinary preofs of its fpirituality and of its immortality. They
will even add in the article BRuTE, that the foul cannot be fup-
pofed material, nor can the brute be reduced to the qulity of a
mere machine, without runwing the bazard of making of man
an Automaten. And under NATURAL LAW we read, that if
the determinations of man, or even his ofcillations, arife from
-any thing material, extraneous to bis foul, there will be neither
good nor evily neither juf? nor unjufl, neither obligation nor right.
Then referred to thearticle LockE; in order to do away all this
confequence, we are told thatit is of no importance avhether
matter thinks or not, for what is that to juflice or injuflice, to the
smmortality of the foul and to all the truths of the fiflem, whether
political pr religious ; the reader, enjoying the liberty and equal<
aty -of his reafon, is leftin doubt with regard to the fpirituality,
and no longer knows whether he (houlﬁ not think himfelf all
matter. But he will decide when, under the article AnimaL,
he finds that life and animation are only phyfical properties of
matter, and left he fhould think himfelf debafed by his refem-
bling a plant or an animal, to confolé him in his fall, they will
tell him, article ENcvcLorZDIA and ANIMAL, that the only
difference between certain vegetables, and animals fuch as us, is,
that they fleep and that we wake, that we are animals that feel,
and that they are animals that feel not ; and ftill further in the
article AN1maL, that the fole difference besween a flock and a
man, is, that the one ever falls, while the latter never falls after
the fame manner. After perufing thefe articles bona fide, the
reader muft be infenfibly drawn into the vortex of materialifin,

ar -
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ticle of the
Sovur.
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In treating of Liberty or free agc’ncy, we find the fame arti-
fice. When they treat of it directly they will fay, ¢ Take
¢ away liberty, all human nature is overthrown, and there will
¢ be notrace of order in fociety—Recompenfe will be ridicu-
¢ lous, and chaftifement unjuft.—The ruin of liberty carries
¢ with it, that of all order, of police, and legitimates the moft
¢ monftrous crimes—So monftrous a dofrine is not to be de-
¢ bated in the fchools, but punithed by the magiftrates, .&c.

. % Ob, Liberty ! they exclaim, O, Liberty, gift of heaven! Oh,

s Liberty of action! Oh, Liberty of thought ! theu dlone arg
% capable of great things.”” [See articles AuTHORYTY and the
PreLiMINARY Discourse.] But at the article CHANCE ((for-
tuit) all this liberty of alion and of thought is only a power
that cannot be exercifed, that cannot be known by actual exercife 3
and Diderot at the article Evipence pretending to fupport lib-

_erty will very properly fay, ¢ This concatenation of caufesand

¢ effects fuppofed by the philofophers, in order to foxm ideas

¢ reprefenting the mechanifm of the Univerfe, is as fabulous as

- ¢ the Tritons and the Naiads.” But both him and D’Alem-

R

-bert will defcant again on that concatenation, and returging to

CHANCE ((fortuit, ) will tell us ¢ That though it is fmpercepible,
it is not the lefs real ; that it conned?s all thingsin nature, that
¢ g/l events depend on it ; juft as the wheels of the watch, asto
< their motion, depend on each other : that from the firft.moy
ment of our exiftence, we are by 7o means maflers of our wmo-
¢ zions ; that were there a thoufand worlds fimilar to this, and
¢ fimultangoufly exifting, governed by the fame Jaws, every’
¢ thing in them would be done in the fame way ; and that
& mmanin virtue of thefe fame laws,would perform at the fame
 inflants of time, the fame altions, in eachoneof thefe worlds,””

“ ~noa

LR

~

“This willnaturally convince, the uninformed reader, of the chi-

mera of fuch a liberty or free agency, whichcannot beexercifed.

-Not content, with this, Diderot at the article FATALITY, after a

Jong differtation on this concatenation of caufes, ends by faying,
thatit cannot be contefled either inthe phyfical werld, or int
moral and gntellectual aworld. Hence what becomes of that lib-
erty without which there no longer exifts j4/ or unjuft, obliga-
tion or right. .

. Thefe examples will fuffice to convince the reader of the -
truth of what we have aflerted, as to the artful policywith which
the Encyclopedia had been digeéfted ; they will fhow with what
cunning its authors fought to fpread the principles of Atheifm,
Materialifm and Fataliim, in fine, every error incompatible with
that religion, for which they prcfefled fo greata reverence at
their outfet,
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CHAP. V.

Second means of the Confpirators.—The Extinélion of the
) Fefuits.

HE hypocrify of Voltaire and I’Alembert, had
triumphed over every obftacle: They had fo
perfedtly fucceeded in their abufe on every perfon who
dared oppofe the Encyclopedia, reprefenting them as
barbarians and enemies to literature ;. they had found
fuch powerful fupport during the fucceffive minifters of
I’ Argenfon, Choifeul and Malefherbes, that all the op-
pofition ot the great Dauphin, of the clergy and of the
religious writers,- could not avail, and this impious di-
gelt was infuture to be looked upon as a neceflary
work.” It wastobe found in every library, whether
at home or abroad, it was always to be referred to.
From thence the fimple mind in queft of fcience, was
to imbibe the poifon of incredulity, and the Sophifter
was to be furnifhed with arms againft Chriftianity.
The confpirators, though proud of their firft invention,
could not diffemble, that there exifted a fet of men
whofe zeal, whofe learning, whofe weight and author-
ity, might one day counteract their undertaking. The
church was defended by her bifhops and all the lower
clergy. They had, moreover, numerous orders of re-
ligious, always ready to join the feculars for herde-
fence in the caufe of Chriftianity. But before we
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treat of the means employed forthe deftru€tion of thefe -

defenders of the faith, we muft fhow the plan formed
by Frederick, whence they refolved on the deftrution
of the Jefuits, as the firft ftep towards difmantling the

church, the deftru&tion of her bithops and of her dif- -

... ferent orders of priefthood. '
In the year 1743, Voltaire had been fent on fecret
fervice to the court of Pruffia and among his difpatches
from Berlin, we find the following written to the min-
ifter Amelot. ¢ In the laft interview Ihad with his
¢¢ Pruflian majefty, I fpoke to him of a pamphlet that
¢s appeared in Holland about fix weeks back, in which
¢ the fecularization of ecclefiaftical principalities in fa-
¢ your of the Emperor and Queen of Hungary, was

‘Frederick’s
firt plan
to over-
throw the
church.
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¢« propofed as the means of pacification for the Em-
¢¢ pire. Itold him thatI could wifh, with all my
¢ heart,to feeit take place; that what was Cefar’s
« wasto be given to Caxfar . that the whole bufinefs
¢ of the church was to fupplicate God and the princes;
¢¢ that by his inftitution, the Beneditine would have
¢ no claim to fovereignty, and that this decided opin-
¢ ion of mine,had gained me many enemies among
¢ the clergy. He owned that the pampbhlet had been
& printed by hir orders. He hinted that he fhould not
¢ diflike to be one of thofe kings, to whom the clergy
¢ would confcientioufly make reftitution, and that he
¢ fhould notbeforry to embellith Berlin with the goods
¢¢ of the church. This ismoft certainly his grand
s¢ obje&, and he means only to make peace, when he
« fees the poffibility of accomplithing it.- Itis in your
s¢ breaft, to prudently profit of this his fecret plans,
% which he confided to me alone.”® '

It was at this period that the court of Lewis XV,
began to be overrun with minifters, who thought on
religions matters, like a Voltaire or a Frederick. They
had no ecclefiaftical ftates, no ecclefiaftical eleors to
pillage, but the pofleflions of the numerous religious
orders difperfed through France, could fatiate their ra-
pacity, and they conceived that the plan of Frederick,
could be equally lucrative to France. The Marquis
D’ Argenfon, counfellor of ftate and minifter of foreign
affairs, was the great patron of Voltaire. Ik was he
who adopted all his ideas, and formed the plan for the
deftru&tion of all religious orders in France. The
progrefs of the plan was to be flow and fucceflive, left
it fhould fpread the alarm. They were to begin with
thofe orders that were lea® numerous, they were to
render the entrance into religion more diflicult, and
the time of their profeflions was to be delayed until
that age, when pzople are already engaged in fome
other ftate of life. The poffeflions of the fuppreffed
were artfully to be adapted to fome pious ufe, or uni-
ted to the epifcopal revenues. Time was to do away

" all difficulties, and the day was rot far off, when, as

lord paramount, the fovereign was to put in his claim
to all that belonged to the fuppreffed orders, even to
what had been united, for the moment, to the f¢es of

* Genordl corrtfpondence, 8th oa. 1743
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the bifhops ; the whole was to be added to his do-
mains.

That the French miniftry often changed, but that
the plans of the cabinet never did ; and that it always
watched the favorable opportunity, was the remark of
a fhrewd and obferving legate. The plan, for the de-
firuion of religious orders, had been made by D’Ar-
genfon, in the year 1745, though forty years after it
lay on the chimney-piece of Maurepas, then prime
. minifter. T owe this anecdote to a perfon of the name
of Bevis,* a learned Beneditine, and in fuch high re-
pute with Maurepas, that he often prefled him to leave
his hood, promifing him preferment as a fecular. The
Benedi&ine refufed fuch offers, and it was not with-
out furprife, that he heard Maurepas tell him, in prefl-
ing him to accept his offer, that fecularization would one
day be bis lot ; he then gave him D’drgenfon’s plan,
which had long been followed and would foon be ac-
complithed. v

Avarice alone could not have fuggefted this plan, as
the mendicant orders, as well as the more wealthy,
were equalll to be deftroyed.

It would have been nugatory to attempt the execu-
tion before the Encyclopedian fophifters had prepared
the way ; it was therefore dormant many years in the
ftate offices at Verfailles. In the mean time the Volta-
rian miniftry, foftering up infidelity,pretended to ftrike,
while they fecretly fupported the fophiftical tribe.
They forbid Voltaire the entrance of Paris, while in
amazement be receives a [eroll of the king, confirming his
penfion, which had been fuppreffed twelve years before 1+
He- carries on his correfpondence with the adepts, un-
der the covers and the very feal of the firft fecretaries
and of the minifters themfelves, who were perfetly
converfant with all his impious plans.t It was this ve-
ry part of the Antichriftian Confpiracy that Condorcet
was wont to defcribe when he fays : ¢ Often a govern-
& ment would reward the philofopher with one hand,
« whilft with the other it would pay his flanderer
¢ would profcribe him, while they were proud of the

¢¢ {oil that had given him birth ; punifhed him for

* He is at prefentin Londen.
Let. to Damilaville, gth™ Jan. 1762.
Let. to Marmontel, 13th Aug. 1760.
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¢ his opinions, but would have blufhed not to have
¢ partaken of them.”* :
This perfidious underftanding between the minif-
ters of his moft Chrftian Majefty, and the Antichrif-
tian Confpirators, haftened their progrefs, wher the
moft impious and moft defpotic of minifters, judged
that the time was come when the decifive blow could
be ftruck. This minifter was the Duke of Choifeul ;
during the whole time of his power he was the faith-
ful adept and admirer of Voltaire, who fays: ¢ Don’t
¢« fear oppofition from the Duke of Choifeul ; I re-
¢ peat it, [ don’t miflead you, he will be proud of ferv-
¢ ing you :'t+ or to Marmontel, ¢« We have beena
¢¢ little alarmed by certain panics, but never was fright
¢« fo unfounded. The Duke de Choifeul and Mad.
« de Pompadour know the opinions of the uncle and
¢ of thc niece.  You may fend any thing without dan-
¢ ger.” ' In fine, he was fo fecure in the duke’s pro-
tection againft the Sorbonne and the church, that he
would exclaitn, ¢ The miniftry of France ﬁr ever ; long

- &6 Jive the Duke de Choifeul.”t

Refolves
thedeftruc-
tion of the
Jefuits:
why he be-
gins with
them.

This confidence of the premier chief was well pla-
ced in Choifeul, who had adopted and taken up all the
plans of D'Argenfon. The miniftry prognofticated a
great fource of riches to the ftate, in the deftrution
of the religious, though many of them did not feek in
that the “deftruétion of religion ; they even thought
fome of them neceflary, and the Jefuits were excepted.

- Unfortunately thefe were exaétly the men with whom

Choifeul wifhed to begin, and his intention was already
known by the following anecdote :—Choifeul, one day,
converfing with three ambafladors, one of them faid,
If T cver chance to be in power, I will certainly deftroy
all religious orders excepting the Jefuits, for they are
at leaft ufeful to education. ¢ As for my part (an-
s¢ fwered Choifeul), I will deftroy none but the Jefu-
¢ its 3 for, their education once deftroyed, all the
<« other religious orders will fall of themfelves,” and
his policy was deep ! There can be no doubt but that
deftroying the order, in whofe hands the majority of
the colleges were at that time, would be ftriking at the
very root of that Chriftian education, which prepared

* Condorcet’s Sketch on Hiftory, gth Epoch.
+ Let. to D’Alembert, No. 68, anno 1760.
1 Lat.to M.armo'ltel, 13th Aug. 1760, and ad Sept. 1767.
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fo many for the religious ftate ; therefore, in fpite of
the exception, Choifeul ftill fought to fway the coun<
cil by his opinion

The Jefuits were tampered with, but in vain : fo
far from acceding to the deftruion of the other or-
ders, they were foremotft in their defence 3 they plead«
ed the rights of the church ; they fupported them
with all their weight, whether in their writings or
their difcourfe. This gave occafion to Choifeul to re-
monftrate with the councily and to perfuade them, if
they wifhed to procure to the ftate, the immenfe re-
{fources of the religious pofleflions, that it was necefla~
ry to begin with the defirustion of the Fofuits.

This anecdote I only cite, as having heard it among
the Jefuits, but their fubfequent expulfion ftrongly
corroborates its veracity. 'Whether thefe religious de-
ferved their fate or not, is alien to my fubject 5 I only
wifh to point out the hand that firikes, and the men -
who D’Alembert fays gave the orders for their deftruc-
tion. + Treating of this Antichriftian Confpiracy, I
have only to afcertain whether their deftruction was
not conceived, urged and premeditated, by the fophif-
tical confpirators, as a means powerfully tending to the
deftrution of Chriftianity. Let us then examine
what that body of men really was, and how necefarily
* odious they muft have been to the confpirators, from
their general reputation. Let us, above all, hear the
Sophifters themfelves ; let us fee how much they in-
terefted themfelves in their deftruction.

The Jefuits were a body of twenty thoufand men, What the
fpread through all Catholic countries, and particularly Jefuits
charged with the education of youth. They did not "
for that neglet the other duties of the ecclefiaftic, and
were bound by a particular vow, to go as miflionaries
to any part of the globe, if fent to preach the gofpel.
From their youth, brought up to the ftudy of litera-
ture, they had produced numberlefs authors, but more
particularly divines, who immediately combated any
error, that might fpring up in the church. Latterly
they were chiefly engaged in France againft the Jan-
fenifts and Sophifters, and it was their zeal in the de-
fence of the church, that made the King of Pruilia
ftyle them The Life-guards of the Pope.*

* Let, of the King of Pruffia‘to Voltaire, No. 154, an. 1767,
Vol. L. I .
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Opmion of When fifty French prelates, cardinals, arch-biffts

thebithops ops or bifhops, affembled, were confulted by Louis

orthe Je XV. on the propricty of deftroying the order, they
exprefsly anfwered: ¢ The Jefuits are of infinite fer-
¢ vice to us in our diocefes, whether for preaching
4¢ or the dire&tion of the faithful, to revive, preferve
« and propagate faith and piety, by their miffions,
% congregations and fpiritual retreats, which they
¢ make with our approbatipn, and under our author-
¢ ity. For thefe reafons we thirk, Sire, that to pro-
¢ hibit them from inftru&ting, would effentially in-
¢ jure our diocefes, and that it would be difficult to
¢¢ replace them with equal advantage in the inftruc-
s tion of youth, and more particularly fo, in thofe
¢ provincial towns where there are no univerfities.”}

Such in general was the idea entertained of them
in all Catholic countries 5 it is eflential to the reader
to be acquainted with it, that he may underftand of
what importance their deftru&ion was to the Sophif-
ters. At the time, the Janfenifts had the honor of it,
and indeed they were very ardent in the fuccefs. But
the Duke de Choifeul, and the famous courtezan La
Marquife de Pompadour, who then held the deftiny
of France, under the fhadow and in the name of - Louis
XV, were not more partial to the Janfenifts than to
the Jefuits. Both confidants of Voltaire, they were
confequently initiated in all the myfteries .of the So-

- phifters,t and Voltaire, as he fays himfelf, wou/d ewil-
lingly have feen all the Fefuits at the bottom of the fea,
each with a Fanfeniff bung to bis neck.§

The Janfenifts were nothing more than the hounds
employed in the general hunt by Choifeul, the Mar-
quife de Pompadour and the Sophifters. The Min-
ifter, fpurred on by his impiety, the Marquife, withing
to revenge the infult, as fhe called it, received from
Pere Sacy a Jefuit. This father had refufed her the
facraments, unlefs by quitting the court, fhe would in
fome fort atone for the public fcandal fhe had given,
by her cohabitation with Louis XV. But if we judge
by Voltaire’s letters, they neither of them needed
much ftimulation, as they both had always been great

1 Opinion of the Bifhops, 1;61.
I Let. of Voltaire to Marmontel, 13th Aug. 1760.
§ Let. to Chabanon. ‘
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proteCtors of the Sophifters, and the minifter had al-
ways favored their intrigues as far as he could, con-
fiftently with circumftances and politics.* The fol~
lowing pages will fhow thefe intrtgues, and we fhall
begin by D’Alembert, who writes in the moft fan.
guine manner on their future vi¢tory over the Jefuits,
and on the immenfe advantages to be derived to the
confpiracy by their downfall. ¢ You are perpetually
¢ repeating, Crufbh the wretch ; for God’s fake let it
¢¢ fall headlong of itfelf ! Do _you know what Aftruc
¢¢ fays ? It is not the Janfenifts that are killing the
¢ Jefuits, but the Encyclopedia. Yes, zounds ! it is
s¢ the Encyclopedia, and that is not unlikely. Thig
#¢ fcoundrel of an Aftruc is a fecond Palquin, he
¢ fometimes fays good things. For my part [ fee
¢¢ every thing in the brighteft colours : I forefee the
¢ Janienifts naturally dying off the next year, after
¢ having ftrangled the Jefuits this; toleration eftab-
¢¢ lifhed, the Proteftantsrecalled, the priefts married,
&« confeflion abolithed, and fanatici/m(religion)crufbed,
& and all this without its even being perceived.”+
The very words of the confpirators {how what part
they had in the deftru&tion of the Jefuits. They were
the true caufe ; we fee what advantage they hoped to
reap from it 5 they had kindled the hatred, they had
procured the death warrant. The Janfenifts were to
ferve the confpirators, but fall themfelves, when no
more wanted. The Calvinifts were to be recalled,
but only to perith in their turn. To ftrike at the
whole Chriftian religion was their aim, and impiety
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with its fophifters, was folely to range throughout the

unbelieving world. ,

D’Alembert fmiles at-the blinded parliaments, fec-
" onding with all their power the plans of the confpira-
tors. It is in this idea he writes to Voltaire : ¢¢ The
¢¢ laugh is no longer on the fide of the Jefuits, fince
s¢ they have fallen out with the philofophers ; at pref-
¢ ent they are at open war with the parliament, who
s¢ find that the fociety of Jefus is contrary to buman
¢ fociety. This fame fociety of Jefus finds on its
¢ fide, that the order of the parliament is not within
¢¢ the order of thofe who have common fenfe, and
s« philofophy would decide that both the fociety of Fefiw

* Let. from Voltaire o Marmontel, 21t Aug. 1767.
+ Let. 100,
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¢ and the parliament are in the right”* Or again,
when he writes to Voltaire : ¢« The evacuation of the
s¢ college of Louis le Grand (the Jefuits College at
¢ Paris) is of more importance to us than that of
¢ Martinico. Upon my word this is becoming feri-
¢ ous, and the people of the parliament don’t mince
s¢ the matter. They think they are ferving réligion,
¢ while they are forwarding reafon without the leaft fuf2
&« picion. ’f':hey are the public executioners, who take
¢ their orders from pbilofophy without knowing it.*%
Wrapped up in his idea, when he fees the Encyclope-
dian commands nearly executed, he openly avows the
caufe of his revenge ; he even implores Heaven, left his
prey thould efcape him. ¢« Philofophy (fays he) is on
¢ the eve of being revenged of the Jefuits, but who
¢ will avenge it of the other fanatics. ' Pray God,
s¢ dear brother, that reafon may triumph even in our
¢ days.”f :

And this day of triumph comes, he proclaims-the
long-concerted exploit: ¢ At length, he cries. on the
s¢ fixth of next month, we fhall be delivered from all
s¢ that Jefuitical rabble, but will reafon for that, have
¢ gained, or the wretch have loft ground.§

Thus we fee, under this thocking formula, the de-
firution of Chriftianity is linked with that of the
Jefuits. D’Alembert was fo much convinced of the
importance of their triumph over that order, that
hearing one day of Voltaire’s pretended gratitude to
his former mafters, he immediately wrote to him,
¢ Do you know what I was told yefterday, that you
¢ began to pity the Jefuits, that you was almoft
¢ tempted to write in their favor, as if it were poflible
s¢ to-intereft any one in favor of people, on whom
¢ you have caft fo much ridicule. Believe me, let us
¢ pave no human weaknefs. Let the Janfenitical rab-
¢¢ ble rid us of the Jefuitical, and do not prevent one
¢ {pider from devouring another.”|f oo

Avowal of Nothing was lefs founded than this alarm, Voltaire
Veltaire.  was not the writer of the conclufions drawn by the
‘Attorney-Generals of the Parliament, as D’Alembert
had been informed, who himfelf had been the author
of Mr. de la Chalotais, the moft artful and virulent
piece that appeared againft the Jefuits. Votaire how-

* Letter 98, 1761. T Let. roo. ~ 1 Let.go, anno 5761.
§ Let. 102, Il Let. 55th of Sept. x762.
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- ever was not lefs altive in compofing and circulating
memorials againft them.*
‘If he fufpetted any great perfonage of proteing
the Jefuits, he weuld write and ufe his utmoft en-
deavours to diffluade them. It was for that he wrote
to the Marefchal de Richelieu, ¢ I have been told,
¢ my Lord, that you had favored the Jefuits at Bour=
s¢- deaux. Try to deftroy whatever influence they
¢¢ may have.”+ Thus again he did not blufh to up-
braid Frederick himfelf, with having offered an afylum
to thefe unfortunate vi€ims of their plots.f Full as
rancorous as D’Alembert, he would exprefs his joy
at their misfortunes in the fame grofs abufe, and his
letters fhow with what adepts he fhared it. ¢ I rejoice
¢¢ with my brave chevalier (he would write to the Marq.
¢¢ de Vielleville) on the expulfion of the Jefuits; Ja«
¢ pan led the way in driving out-thofe knaves of
~ ¢¢ Loyola; China followed the example of Japan,

¢¢ and France and Spain hate imitated the Chinefe.
¢ Would to God that all the monks were {wept from
s¢ the face of the earth, they are no better than thofe
¢¢ knaves of Loyola. If the Sorbonne was fuffered to
¢ alt, it would be worfe than the Jefuits, One is
¢¢ furrounded with monfters : we embrace our wor-
¢ thy chevalier, and exhort him to conceal his march
¢¢ from the enemy.”’§

‘What examples does the philofophift of Ferney ad-
duce! The cruelties of a Taikofama, who, in expel-
ling and crucifying the miffionary Jefuits, alfo mur-
ders thoufands and thoufands of his fubje&s, in order
to irradicate Chriftianity. The Chinefe, lefs violent
indeed, but with whom every perfecution againft the
miffionaries, has always been followed or preceded by
a prohibition to preach the gofpel. Can the man
build upon fuch authorities, without forming the fame
with ?

It is to be remarked that Voltaire dares not cite the
example of Portugal or of its tyrant Carvalho.|| The

* Let. to the Marquis D’Argence de Dirac, 26th Feb. 1762.
} Let. of the 2g9th Nov. 1761. 1 sth Nov. 1773.
29th April, 1767.
|| Ihave feen well-informed perfons, who thought that the
perfecution in Portugal was not entirely unconne®ed with the
confpiracy of the Sophifters. That it was only a firft effay of
what might be afterwards attempted .againft the whole body.

‘This might be. The politics and power of Choifeul and the

(31
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truth is, that with the reft of Europe, he is obliged
to confefs, that the conduc of this minifter in Portue
gal, withregard to the Father Malagrida and the pre-
tended confpiracy of the Jefuits, awas the fummit of
ridicule and the excefs of borror.* . B
~ Itisal{o worthy of remark, that the confpiring Se-
phifters fpared no pains te throw the odium of the af-
faflination of Louis XV. on the Jefuits, and more
particularly Damilaville, whom Voltaire anfwers. in
the following manner : <« My brethren, you may ea-
< fily perceive that I have not fpared the Jefuits. But
¢« pofterity would revolt againft me in their favor,
s¢ were | to accufe them of a crime of which all Eu-
¢ rope and Damient has cleared them. I fhould de-
¢ bafe myfelf into the vile echa of the Fanfenifis, werxe
¢ I tofpeak otherwife.”+ : ‘ -

Notwithftanding the incoherency in their aceufa-
tions againft the Jefuits, D’Alembert, certain of Vol«
taire’s zeal in this warfare, fends him his pretended bif-
tory of thefe Religious 3 a work, of whofe hypocrify,

-his own pen is the beft guarantee, when he fpeaks of

it as 2 means for the grand objet. « I recommend
¢ this wark to your protetion (he writes te Voltaire,)
#¢ I really believe it will be of fervice to the common
¢ caufe, and that fzperflition notwithftanding the ma-
¢ ny bows I pretend to make before it, will not fare
¢¢ the better forit. “Was I, like you, far from Paris,
€€ to giue it @ found threfbing, 1 would certainly:do it,
¢¢ with all my heart, with all my foul, with all my
¢ f{trength, in fine, as they tell us, we are to love God,
s¢_But, placed as I am, 1 muf} content myfelf with give
“ ing a few fillips, apologizing for the great liberty
<« taken, and I do not think but what I have hit it off
¢ pretty well.”} o

chara&ar of Carvalho, could add weight to this opinion. J
candid}y confefs I have ro proof of their fecret co-operatians.;
and befides, the ferocious wickednefs of Carvalhe, has been
fet m {a ftrong a light, he was the murderer and jailor of fo
many vitims declared innocent .by the decree of the 8th of
April 1771, that it would be ufelefs to feek any other ftimulator
than his own .heart, in that thocking feries of cruelties which
diftinguithed his miniftry.  See the Memoirs and Anecdotes of
the Marg. of Pombal. “The Difcourfé on Hiffory by the Comte
D’ Albon. ’
- * Voltaire’s Age of Louis XV. chap.33.

% Let. to Damilaville, 2d March, 1763. 1 3& Jan. 1765, .
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Could the reader for a moment forget his indigna-
tion at the profligacy of the {tyle, would not the hy-
pocrify, the profound diffimulation, of which thefe
Sophifters fpeak folightly, roufe it anew ; if the annals
of hiftory fhould ever be fearched, it would be in vain
to feek a confpiracy whofe intruges, whofe cunning
was of a deeper hue, and that from its own tonfe(fion.

As to Frederick, during the whole of this warfare,
his conduct is fo fingular, that his words alone can give
a properideaof it. He would call the Jefuits, Tke Jifs-
guards ?‘ the court of Rome, the grenadiers of Religion ;
and as fuch hated them, and triumphed with the reft
of the confpirators in their defeat. But he alfo be-
held in them a body of men ufeful and even neceflary
to his ftate ; as fuch he fupported them feveral years
after their defiruQion ; was deaf to the repeated foli-
citations of Voltaire and his motly crew. One could
be almoft tempted to think he liked them ; he openly
‘writes to Voltaire, ¢ I have no reafon to complain of
« Ganganelli, he has left me my dear Jefuits, who
¢ are the obje&s of univerfal perfecution. I will pre-
< ferve a feed of fo precious and uncommon a plant,
« to furnifh thofe who may wifh to cultivate it here-
-« after.”* He would even enter in a fort of juftifi-
<ation, with Voltaire, on his condu&, fo oppofite to
the views of the party. ¢ However much a heretic,
< and ftill more an infidel, fays he, I have preferved
¢¢ that order aftera fafthion, and for the following
<¢ reafons :

« Not one Catholic man of letters is to be found in
& thefe regions, except among the Jefuits. We had
< nobody capable of keeping fchools. We had no
¢ Oratorian Fathers, no Purifts (Piariftes or Fathers
s¢ of charity-fchools ;) there was no alternative, the
¢ deftruction of our fchools, orthe prefervation of the
¢¢ Jefuits. It was neceffary that the order fhould fub-
¢ fift to furnith profeflors, where they dropped off ;
$¢ and-the foundation could fuffice for fuch an ex-
# pence ;5 but it would have been inadequate to the
#¢ {alary of laymen profeflors. Moreover, it was at
¢¢ the univerfity of the Jefuits, that the divines were
< taught ; who where afterwards to fill the retories.
¢ Had the order been fupprefled, there wasan end of
¢ the univerfity, and our Silefian divines would have

* 7th July, 1770,
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& been obliged to go and finifh their ftudies in Bohea
¢ mia, which would have been contrary to the fundas
<« mental principles of our government.”*

" Such was the language of Frederick; fpeaking inhis
royal charatter, fuch were the political reafons he fo
ably adduced, in fupport of his oppofition to the So+
phifters. Alas! I have already faid it ; in Frederick
there were two diftinét men, one the great king, and
as fuch, he believes the prefervation of the Jefuits ne-
ceflary ; the other the impioug Sophifter, confpiring
with Voltaire, and triumphant in the lofs religion had
fuftained in that of the Jefuits. Inthe latter charatter
we find him freely exulting with the confpirators and
felicitating D’ Alembert, on this happy omen of the to-
tal deftruction of Chriftianity, and in his farcaftic
ftyle, writes, ¢ 'What anunfortunate age for the court
¢ of Rome ; fhe is openly attacked in Poland, her
¢ life-guards are driven out of France and Portugal,
¢ and it appears that they will fhare the fame fate in
¢ Spain. The philofophers openly fap the founda-
¢ tions of the apoftolic throne ; the hieroglyphics of
¢ the conjuror are laughed at, and the author of the
¢ fe& is pelted, toleration is preached, fo all is loft.
¢ A miracle alone could fave the church. She is
¢ ftrucken with a dreadful apoplexy, and you (Vol-

~

. ¢¢ taire) will have the happinefs of burying her, and of

¢ writing her epitaph, as you formerly did that of the
¢ Sorbonne”t :

“When what Frederick had forefeen really came to
pafs in Spain, he wrote again to Voltdire. ¢ Here is
¢ anew viGory you have gained in Spain. The Jef-
¢ uits are driven out of the kingdom. Moreover the
¢¢ courts of Verfailles, of Vienna and Madrid have
¢¢ applied to the Pope for the fuppreflion of divers con-
¢ vents. Itisfaid the holy father, thoughin a rage,
¢¢ will be obliged to confent. Oh! cruel revolution,
¢ what are we not to expet in the next century, the
¢ axe is at the root of the tree. On one fide the phi-
¢ lofophers openly attack the abufes of a fainted {u-
¢ perflition ; onthe other, princes by the abufes of dif-
« fipation are forced to lay violent hands on the goods
¢ of thefe reclufe, who are the props and trumpeters
¢ of fanaticifm. This edifice fapped inits founda-

* 8th November, 1777. 1 Letter 154, anno 1767.
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¢ tions, ison the eve of falling, and nations fhall in-
¢ fcribe on their annals, that Voltaire was the promo-
¢ ter of the revolution, operated, during the nine-
¢ teenth century, in the human mind.”*
A long while flu©tuating between the king and the
Sophifter, Frederick had not yet yielded to the folici-
‘tations of the confpirators. I)’Alembert was particu-
larly prefling in his 5 we fee how much he wasbent
on the fuccefs by his following letter to Voltaire.
¢ My venerable I?'atriarch, do not accufe me of want
¢ of zealin the good caufe, no one perhaps ferves it
¢ more than myfelf. Do you know with what I am
¢ occupied at prefent ? 'With nothing lefs than the ex..
¢ pulfion of the Jefuitical rabble, from Silefia ; and
¢ your former difciple is but too willing, on account
¢¢ of the numerous and perfidious treacheries he expe~
¢ rienced through their means, as he fays himfelf,
¢t during the laft war ; I do not fend a fingle letter to
¢¢ Berlin without repeating, That the philofophers of
¢ France are amazed, that the king of Philofophers, that
s the declared protedlor of philofophy thould be fo dila-
¢ tory, in following the example of the kings of France
¢ or Portugal. Thefe letters are read to the king,
¢ who is very fenfible, as you know, to what the true
¢ believers may think of him ; and this fenfe will,

¢« without doubt, produce a good effect, by the help-

« of God’s grace, which, as the fecripture very prop-
<¢ erly remarks, ‘turns the heart of kings like a water-
© ¢ cock.”t «
Ttis a loathfome tafk to copy all this low buffoon-
,ery with which D’Alembert would feafon his dark
plots, and the unconcern of his clandeftine perfecu-
tion, againft a fociety of men, whofe only crime was

their refpe& and reverence for Chriftianity. - I pafs

over many more expreflions of this ftamp, or more in-

-decent ; it will fuffice for my obje&, to fhow how little,
how empty, how defpicable, thefe proud and mighty
men were, when feen in their true light.

In fpite of all thefe folicitations, Frederick was in-
vincible, and fifteen years after, he ftill proteéted and
preferved kis dear Fefuits. Thisexpreflion in hismouth,
when he’at length facrificed them to the confpiracy,

* sth May, 1767.

Y
%D’Ale bertto Voltaire, xsth Dec. 1763.
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may be looked upon as an anfwer to what D’ Alembert
had written of their treachery to the king ; it might
prove with what unconcern, calumny or fuppofed evi-
dence of others, were adduced as proofs by him ; as
in another place he fays, Frederick is not a man, #ocon-
fire av'thin bis royal breaff, the fubje&ts of complaint

""he may have had againft” them,* as had been the cafe

‘Their fears
of the recal
of the Jef-
wits.

with the king of Spain, whofe condu& in that refpe&
had bsen fo much blamed by the Sophifters.+

Thefe fophiftieal confpirators were not to be fatis-
fied by the gencral expulfion of the Jefuits, from the
different ftates of the kings of the earth. But by their
reiterated cries, Rome wasat length to be forced fo
declare the total extinétion of the order. We may ob-
{erve this in a work, in which Voltaire particularly in-
terefts himfelf, and whofe fole object, was to obtain
that extin€tion.- At length it was obtained. France
too late perceiving the blow it had given to public
education, without appearing to recoil, many of her
leading men, feeking to remedy the miftake, formed
the plan of a new fociety folely deftined to the educa-
tion of youth. Inthis the former Jefuits, as the moft
habituated to education, were to be admitted. On the
firft news of this plan, D’Alembert fpread the alarm ;
he fees the Jefuits returning to life ; he writes again
and again to Voltaire; he fends the counter-plan.
He lays great ftrefs on the danger that would refult from
thence, for the flate, for theking, and for the Duke 1’ Aj-
guillon, during whofe adminiftration, the deftrution
had taken place 5 alfo on the impropriety of placing youth
under the tuition of any community of priefls ahatever :
they were to be reprefented as wltramontains by princi-
pleand as anti-citizens. Our barking philofophift then
concluding in his cant to Voltaire, fays, Raton (cat,)
this chefuut requires to be covered in the embers, and to be
bandled by a paw as dextrous as that of Raton, and fo fay-
ing I tenderly kifs thofe dear paws. Scized with the fame
panic, Voltaire fets to work, and afks forfreth inftruc-
tions. He confiders what turn can be given to this af-
fair, much too ferious to be treated withridicule alone.
D’Alembert infifts,} Voltaire at Ferney, writes againft
the recal, and the confpirators fill Paris and Verfailles

* 24th July 1767,
D’Alembert to Voluaire, 4th May 1767.
See Letters of 26th Feb. sth and 23d March 1774
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withtheir intrigues. Theminifters are prevailed upon,
the plan laid afide, youth left without inftrution, and
itis on fuch an occafion that Voltaire writes, « My
¢¢ dear friend, I know not what is to become of me 3
¢ inthe mean time let us enjoy the pleafure of ha-
¢ ving feen the Jefuits expelled.”* '

This pleafure was but fhort, as D’Alembert, feized
with a new panic, writes again to Volaire, « I am
s¢ told, for certain, that the Jefuitical rabble is about
¢¢ to be reinftated in Portugal, in all but the drefs.
¢« This new Queen appears to be a very fuper/litious
¢¢ Majefly. Should the King of Spain chance to die,
¢¢ T would not anfwer for that kingdom’s not imitating
¢ Portugal. Reafon is undone fbould the enemy’s army
¢ gain this battle.’+

When I firft undertook to fhow that the deftruction
of the Jefuits was a favouritcobje& of the confpirators,
and that it was effentially inherent to their plan of over-
throwing the Chriftian religion, I promifed to confine
myfelf to the records and confeflions of the Sophifters
themfelves. Ihave omitted, for brevity fake, feveral
of great weight, even that written by Voltaire, fifteen
years after their expulfion, wherein he flatters himfelf,
that by means of the court of Peterfburg, he could fuc-
ceed in getting them expelled from China, becaufe
thofe Jefuits, whom the Emperor of China had chofen to
preferve at Pekin, were rather CONVERTERSthan Math-
ematicians.§ '

Had the Sophifters been lefs fanguine, or lefs altive,
in the extin&ion of this order I thould not have in-
fifted fo much on that obje&t, But the very warfare
they waged was a libel on Chriftianity ; what! they
had perfuaded themfelves that the religion of the
Chriftians was the work of man, that the dctruétion
of a few poor mortals, was to fhake it to its very
foundations ? Had they forgotten that Chriftianity had
flourithed during fourtcen centuries, before a Jefuit
was heard of ? Hell might open its gates wider after
their deftruction, but it was written that they fhould
not prevail. The power and intrigues of the minif-
ters of France, of a Choifeul or 2 Pompadour, plotting
with a Voltaire ;3 of a D’Aranda in Spain, the public
friend of D’Alembert and the prote€tor of infidelity;

* Let.to D’Alembert. 37th April 1771,
T+ 23d June 1777. T 8th Dec. 1576,
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of a Carvalho in Portugal, the ferocious perfecutor of

. the good 5 in fine, the intrigues of many ocher min-

ifters, dupes or agents of the fophiftical confpiracy,
rather than politicians, may have extorted the bull of
extinétion from Ganganelli, by threats of {chifm :
but did that pontiff, or any other Chriftian, believe
that the power of the Gofpel refted on the Jefuits ?
No : the God of the Gofpel reigns above, he will one
day judge the pontiff and the minifter, the Jefuit and
the Sophifter.—It is certain that a body of twenty
thoufand religious difperfed throughout Chriftendom,
and forming a fucceffion of men, attending to the
education of youth, applying to the {tudy of fcience,
both religous and prophane, muft have been of the
greateft utility both to church and ftate. The con-
{pirators were not long before they perceived their er-
ror, and though they had done the Jefuits the honor
to look upon them as the bafe on which the church
refted, they found that Chriftianity had other fuccours
left, that new plots were neceffary, and. with equal
ardor, we fhall fee them attacking all other religious
orders, as the third means of the Antichriftian Con~

fpiracy.
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CHAP. VI,

Third Means of the Confpirators.— Extinction of all the
Religious Orders.

to religious orders, has been to fhew their in~
tility both to church and ftate. But by what right
fhall Europe complain of a fet of men, by whofe care
fhe has emerged from that favage ftate of the ancient
Gauls or Germanni, by whofe labours two-thirds of
her lands have been cultivated, her villages built, her
towns beautified and augmented.  Shall the ftate com-
plain of thofe men, who perpetually attending to the
cultivation of lands which their predeceflors had. firft
tilled, furnifh fuftenance to tHe inhabitants ; fhall the
inhabitant complain, when the village, the town, the
country, from whence he comes, would not have ex-
ited, or remained uncultivated, but from their care.
Shall men of letters complain, when, fhould they have
been happy enough to have efcaped the general igno-
rance and {aarbarity of Europe, they would perhaps,
be vainly fearching ruins in hopes of finding fome
fragment of ancient literature. Yes complain, all
Europe complain! It is from them you learned your
letters, and they have been abufed but too much ; alas!
your forefathers learned to read, but we to read per-
verfely ; they opened the temple of fcience, we half
fhut it again; and the dangerous man is not he who
is ignorant, but the half wife, who would pretend to
wifdom.

Had any one. been at the trouble of comparing the
knowledge of the leaft learned part of the religious
orders, with that of the generality of the laity, I have
no doubt but the former would greatly have excelled
the latter, though they had received their ordinary
education. It is true, the religious were not verfed in
the fophifticated fcience of the age 3 but often have I
feen thofe very men, who upbraided with their igno-
rance, were happy in the fciences their occupations
required. It was not only among the Benediétines,
who have been more generally excepted from this

)

THE favorite theme of thofe who were inimical
u
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badge of ignorance, but among all other orders that I
have met, with men, as diftinguithed by their knowi-
edge, as by the purity of their morals. Could I, alas,
extend this remark to the laiety ! ‘This, indeed, isa
language very different from that, which the reader
may have feen in the fatiric declamations of the age ;
but will fatire fatisfy his judgment. In the annals of
the confpiring Sophifters, fhall he find teftimony borne
of their fervices, and every fcurrilous expreflion, fhall
be a new laurel in their crown.

The Jefuits were deftroyed, the confpirators faw
Chriftianity (till fubfifted, and they then faid to cach
other, we muft deftroy the other religious orders, or
we fhall not triumph. Their whole plan is to be feen
in a letter from Frederick, to which Voltaire gave oc-
cafion by the following : ¢ Hercules went to fight
« the robbers and Bellerophon chimeras ; I thould
« not be forry to behold Herculefes and Bellerophons.
¢ delivering the earth, both from Catholic robbers
« and Catholic chimeras.”* Frederick anfwers on
the 24th of the fame mouth : ¢ It is not the lot of
¢ arms Zo deffroy the wretch, it fhall perith by the arm
¢ of truthand interefted felfithnefs. If you with me
¢« to explain this idea, my meaning is as follows.—1
¢« have remarked as well as many others, that thofe
¢ places where convents are the moft numerous, are
¢ thofe where the people are moft blindly attached
« to fuperftition. No doubt but if thefe afylums of
¢ fanaticifm were deftroyed, the people would grow
« tepid‘and fee with indifference, the prefent objects
¢« of their veneration. The point would be #s deffroy
s the cloiffers, atleaft to begin by leflening their num-
¢ ber. The time is come, the French and Auftrian
«¢_governments are involved in debt ; they have ex~
¢ haufted the refources of induftry to difcharge them,
« and they have not fucceeded ; the lure of rich ab-
¢« beys and well-endowed convents, is tempting. By
« reprefenting to them the prejudice cloiltered perfons
¢ occafion to the population of their ftates, as well
¢ as the great abufe of the numbers of Cucullati, who.
< are {pread throughout the provinces ; alfo the facil-
% ity of paying off part of their debts, with the trea-
¢ fures of thofe communities, who are without heirs ;

* 3d March, 1767.
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¢« they might, T think, be made to adopt this plan of
« reform ; and it may be prefumed, that after having
« enjoyed the fecularization of fome good livings,
¢ their rapacity could crave the reft.

« Every government who fhall adopt this plan,
¢ avill be friendly to the philofophers, and the promoter
¢ of all thofe books; which attack popular fuperfti-
% tion, or the falfe zeal that would fupport it.

. % Here is a pretty little plan, which I fubmit to the
¢ .examination of the patriarch of Ferney ; it is his
¢ province, as father of ‘the faithful, to retify and
¢ put it in execution.

- ¢¢ The patriarch may perhaps atk wbhat is to become
¢ of the bifbeps ? T anfwer, it is not yet time to touch
¢ them. To deftroy thofe, who ftir up the fire of
¢ fanaticifm in the hearts of the people, is the firft
¢ ftep, and when the people are cooled, the bifbops
s aquill be but little perfonages, whom fovercigns in pro-
¢ cefs of time, will difpofe of as they pleafe.”

Voltaire relithed fuch plans too ‘much not to fet a
great value on them, and of courfe anfwered the King
of Pruffia: ¢« Your plan of attack againft the Chrif~
“ ticole Superflition, in that of the friarhood, is wor-
« thy a great captain. The religious orders -once
¢ ‘abelithed, error is expofed to umiverfal contempt.
¢ Much is written in France on this fubjet 3 every
¢ one talks of it, but it is not ripe enough as yet.
¢« People are not fufficiently daring in France, bigots
¢ are yet in power.”*

Having read thefe letters, it would be ridiculous to
afk of what fervice religious orders could be to the
church. Certain it is, that many had fallen off from
the aufterity of their firft inftitute; but even in this
degenerate ftate we fee Frederick making ufe of all
his policy to overturn them, becaufe his antichriftian
plots are thwarted by the zeal and example of thefe
religious : becaufe he thinks the church cannot be
ftormed, -until the convents are carried as the out-
works 3 and Volraire traces the hand of the great
captain, who had diftiguithed himf{clf fo eminently
by his military fcience in Germany, in the plan of at-
tack againft the Chrifficole Superflition. Thele religious
corps were ufeful then, though branded with floth and

* sth April 1767,
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ignorance; they were a true barrier to impiety. Fred-
erick was fo much convinced of it, that when the So-
phifters had already occupied all the avenues of the
throne, he dared not dire& his attacks againft the
Bithops, nor the bedy of the place, until the out-
works were carried. '
Voltaire writes to him on the 2gth of July 1775,
¢ We hope that philofophy which in France is near
<¢ the throne, will foon e on iz. But that is but hope,
« which too often proves fallacious. There are fo

* ¢« many people interefted in the fupport/of error and

¢ nonfenfe, fo many dignities, and fuch riches are
¢ annexed to the trade, that the hypocrites, it is to
¢ be feared, will get the better of the fages. Has
¢ not your Germany transformed your principal ec~
¢¢ clefiaftics into fovereigns ? Where is there an elec-
¢ tor or a bifhop, who will fide with reafon againft 2
¢« fect, that allows him two or three hundred thou-
¢ fand pounds a-year ?”

Frederick continued to vote for the war being car-
ried on againtt the religious. It was too early to at-
tack the bifhops. He anfwers Voltaire, ¢ All that
¢« you fay of our German bithops is but too true;
<« they are the hogs fattened on the tythes of Siomw
<« (fuch is their fcurrilous language in their private
¢« correfpondence.) But you know likewife, that in
¢ the Holy Roman Empire, ancient cuftom, the gol-
¢ denbull, and fuch like antiquated fooleries, have giv-
¢ en weight to eftablithed abufes. One fees them,
¢ fhrugs one’s fhoulders, and things jog on in the old
« way. If we wifh to diminifh fanaticifm, we muf#
<& not begin by the bifbops. But if we fucceed in leflen~
¢ ing the friarhood, efpecially the mendicant orders,
¢ the people will cool, and they being lefs fuperftitious,
«¢ will allow the powers #o bring down the bifhops as beft
¢¢ fuits their ftates. This is the only poffible mode of pro-
¢ ceeding. 'To filently undermine the edifice hoftile
¢ tq reafon, is to force it to fall of itfelf.”*

I began by faying, that the means of the confpira-
tors would give new proofs of the reality of the con-
fpiracy, and of its obje&t. Can any other interpreta-
tion, than that of an Antichriftian Confpiracy, be put
on the whole fentences made ufe of in their corref-

-

* 13th Auguft 1775,
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pondencé ? How can we othetwife underftand, fuch
is the only poffible made of proceeding, to undermine the

63

edifice of that religion, which they are pleafed to de-

fign by Chrifticole Superflition, as fanatic or unreafon-
able ; or in order to overthrow its pontiffs, to feduce
the people from its worfhip ? What then is confpiracy,
if thofe fecret machinations carried on between Fer-
ney, Berlin and Paris, in fpite of diftances, be not
fo ? What reader can be fufficiently blind not to fee,
that by the eftablithment of reafon, it is only the over-
throw of Chriftianity that is fought ? It isindeed a
matter of furprife, that the Sophifters fhould have fo
openly expofed their plans at fo carly a period. )

In the mean time Voltaire was corre&t when he an-

fwers Frederick, that the plan of deftru€tion was ar-.

dently purfued in France, ever fince the expulfion of
the Jefuits, and that by people who were in office.
The firft ftep taken was to put off the period of religious
profeflions until the age of twenty-one, though the
‘adepts in miniftry would fain have deferred it till the
age of twenty-five. That isto fay, thatof a hundred
young people, who would have embraced that ftate,
not two would have been able to follow their voca-
tions ; for what parent would let his child attain that
age, without being certain of the ftate of life he would
embrace. The remonftrances made by many friends
to religion, caufed the age fixed on by the edi&, to be
that of eighteen for women, and twenty-one for men.
Neverthelefs, this was looked upon as an act of aus
thority exercifed on thofe, who chofe to confecrate
themfelves more particularly to the fervice of their
God, and refcue themfelves from the danger of the
paflions, at that age when they are the moft powerful.
This fubje¢t had been very fully treated in the laft
CEcumenical Council, where the age for the profeflion
of religious perfons had been fixed at fixteen, with a
term of five years to reclaim againft their laft Yows, in
cafe they did not choofe to continue the religious life
they had undertaken. And it had always been looked
upon as a right inherent to the church, to decide on
thefe matters, as may be feen in Chappelain’s difcourfe
on that fubje. It would be ridiculous to repeat the
favourite argument of their inutility to France, after
what has been faid in this chapter. 'What ! pious
Vol. L. L
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works, edification and the inftru&tion of the people
ufelefs to a nation | Befides, France was a lively ex-
ample that the number of convents had not hurt its
population, as few ftates were peopled in an equal pro-
portion. If celibacy was to be attacked, fhe might
have turned her eyes to her armies and to that nume-
rous clafs of men, who lived in celibacy, and who per-
haps ought to have been noticed by the laws.. In fine,
all further reclamations were ufelefs. 'What had beea
forefeen came to pafs, according to the withes of the
minifterial Sophifters. In many colleges the Jefuits
being very ill replaced, youth negle@ed in their edu-
cation, left 2 prey to their paffions, or locking on the
number of years they had to wait for their reception
into the religious ftate, as fo much time loft, laid afide
all thoughts of that ftate, and took to other employ-
ments. Some few, from want, engaged, but rather
feeking bread than the fervice of their God, or elfe
prone to vice and to their paflions, which they had
never been taught to fubdue, relutantly fubmitted te
the rules of the cloifter. Already there exifted many

* abnfes, but they daily increafed 5 and while the num-

Briennes
- profecutes
the plan.

ber of religious was diminifhing, their fervor lan-

guithed, and public fcandals became more frequent.

This'was precifely what the minifters wanted, to have
a plea for the fuppreffion of the whole § while their
mafters, more fanguine if poffible, made the prefs
teem with writings, in which neither {atire nor calum-
ny were {pared.

The perfon who feemed to fecond them with the
greateft warmth, wasthat manwho,after having perfua-
ded his companions even, that he had fome talent for
governing, at length finithed by only adding his name
to thofe minifters, whom ambition may be faid to have
blinded even to ftupidity. This man was Briennes,
Archbifhop of Touloufe, fince Archbithop of Sens,
afterwards prime minifter, then a public apoftate, and
who died as univerfally hated and defpifed, as Necker
himfelf appears to be at this. day. Briennes will be
more defpifed, when it fhall be known that he was the
friend and confidant of D’ Alembert, and that in a com-
miffion for the reform of the religious orders, he wore
the mitre, and exercifed its powers as a D’Alembert
would have done. '



. THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY.

The clergy had thought it neceffary to examine the
means of reforming the religious, and of re-eftablifh-
ing their primitive fervor. The court feemed to enter
into their views, and named counfellors of ftate to
join the bifhops in their deliberations on this fubject,
and called it the Commiffion of Regulars. A mixture
of prelates, who are only to be a&tuated by the fpirit
of the church, and of ftatefmen. folely a&ing from
worldly views, could never agree; fome few articles
were fuppofed to have been fettled ; butall was in vain,

and many, through difguft, abandoned the commif+’

fion. Among the bithops were Mr. Dillon, Arch-
bithop- of Narbonne; Mr. de Boifgelin, Archbifhop
of Aix; Mr.deCice, Archbifhop of Bourdeaux, and
the famous Briennes, Archbithop of Touloufe.

The firft, majeftic in his pcrE)n and noble in his
cloquence, feems to have had but little to do in this
affair, and foon withdrew. "The talents and zeal
fhewn by the fecond in the national affembly, in de-
fence of the religious ftate, will convince the reader
that he might have given an opinion which the court
did not with to adopt ; he alfo abandoned the commif-
fion. Inthe third we fee, th.t if by accepting of the
feals of the revolution, and by affixing them ro the
conftitutional decrees, he could err; by his repentance
and retraCtation he never wounld have found it in his
heart, had he known the plans of the confpirators.

" Briennes was the only man of this commiffion who
enjoyed the confidence of the court, or had the fecret
of D’Alembert, and the latter knew but too well how
to prize the future fervices Briennes was about to ren-
der to the confpiracy.” On his reception into the
French academy, D’Alembert informs the patriarch,
¢¢ 'We have in him a good brother, who will certainly
¢¢ prove ufeful to letters and to philofophy, provided
¢ philofophy does not tie up his hands by licentioufnefs, ox
¢ that the general outcry does not force him to aét
s¢ againft his will.”* In fewer words, he might have
faid, he will attack his God and his religion with all
the hypocrify worthy a confpiring Sophifter.

Voltaire, thinking he had reafon to complain of the
monftrous prelate, is anfwered by D’Alembert, who
was a connoifleur in brethren, ¢ For God’s fake don’t

* soth June and 21ft December 177q,
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¢ judge rafhly——I would lay a hundred to one, that
¢ things have been mifreprefented, and that his mif-
¢ condu&t has been greatly exaggerated. I know his
¢ way of thinking too well, not to be affured that he
only did on that occafion, what he was indifpenfibly
¢ obliged to do.”*

Voltaire complained on that occafion, of an order
publifhed by Briennes againft the adept Audra, who
at Touloufe openly read le&tures an impiety, under
pretence of reading on hiltory. On the enquiries
made in favor of the adept by D’Alembert, he writes
that Briennes ¢ had withftood, during a whole year,
¢¢ the joint clamours of the parliament, the bifhaps,
¢ and the affembly of the clergy;” and that it was
abfolutely neceflary o compel bim to a¥, to prevent the

outh of his diocefe from receiving the like le€tures.

is apologift continues, ¢ Don’t let yourfelf be pre-
¢¢ judiced againft Briennes, and be affured, once for
s¢ all, that reafon (that is our reafon) will never haye
¢ to complain of him.”’t

Such was the hypocrite or mitred Sophifter, whom
intrigue had placed in the commiffion to deliberate on
the reform of the religious orders. Seeking diforder
and deftruttion, fupported by the miniftry, without
attending to the other bithops of the commiffion, he
folely diftated in this reform.

To the edit on the age for profeffions he added
another, fupprefling all corivents in towns that confift-
ed of lefs than twenty religious ; and elfewhere, when
their number was under ten, on the fpecious pretence,
that the conventual rules were better obferved where
the number was greater. The bithops and the cardi-
nal de Luynes in particular, obje&ted the great fervi-
ces rendered in country places by thefe fmall convents,
and how much they helped the curates, but all to ne
purpofe ; and Briennes had already contrived to fup-
prefs fifteen hundred convents before the revolution.
Soon he would have advanced more rapidly, for by
promoting and encouraging the complaints of the
young religious againt the elder, of the inferior againft
the fuperior, by cramping and thwarting their eleét-
ions, he fpread diffentions throughout the cloifters.
On the other fide, the ridicule and calumnies contris

-

a2

* 4th Dec. 1770. 1 a1ft Dec. 1770,
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ved by the Sophifters were fo powerful, that few young
men dared take the habit, while fome of the ancients
were afbamed of wearing a gown covered with infamy.§
Others at length, wearied out by thefe fhuffling tricks,
themf{elves petitioned to be fupprefled.

Philofophifm, with its principles of liberty and
equality, was even gaining ground in their houfes,
with all its concomitant evils ; the good religious thed
tears of blood over thofe perfecutions of Briennes,
who alone would have effeCtuated thofe dreadful
fchemes planned by Voltaire and Frederick. Their
decline was daily more evident, and it was a prodigy
that any fervor yet remained, though a greater prodigy
{till, when we fee the fervor of many of thofe who
had petitioned for their fecularization, revive in the
firft days of the revolution. I know for certain that
not one third of thofe who had petitioned, dared take
the oath, for apoftacy ftared them in the face. The
tortuous intrigues of a Briennes had fhaken them;
but the dire& attacks of the National Aflembly opened
their eyes, and they beheld aftonithed, in their fup-
preffion, the grand attack which had been levelled
againft Chriftianity. :

Voltaire and Frederick did not live to fee their plans
accomplithed, Briennes did 5 but claiming the honor,
he only reaped the ignominy of them. Shame and
remorfe devoured him. With what pleafure we may His at-
{peak of the piety of thofe chafte virgins, confeerated tempt
to the fervice of their God! With them his intrigues :":‘iﬂf{'the
had been ufelefs. They, more immediately under the nﬁm,
direGion of their bifhops, had not been expofed to the
anarchy and diflentions of a Briennes; their feclufion
from the world, their profeflions at an edrlier age
(cighteen,) their education within the walls of the
convent, thefe were barriers againft his intrigues;
but with what admiration fhould we not behold thofe
who from the pure motives of religion fpent their lives
in the fervice of the fick, whofe charity, w.iofe chafte
modefty, though in the midft of the world, could
make man believe them to be angels in human forms.
Thefe were far above the reach of calumny orof a °
Briennes, a pretence could not even be devifed.

§ Voltaire to the King of Pruffia, No. 15.



68 THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY.

With a view to diminith the number of real nuns,
he thought, that if he augmented thofe afylums for
-canonefles, who have a much greater communication
with the world, therefore more eafily perverted, that
novices would not be fo numerous. But by an incon-
ceivable overfight, unlefs he had fome very deep and
hidden {cheme, thefe canonefles were in future, to
prove a certain number of degrees of nobility to enter
thefe afylums, when before they had been open to all
ranksin the ftate. One would have thought he meant
to render the real nuns odious to the nobility, and the
Iatter to all other claffes, by applying foundations to
particular ranks, which had ever been common to all.

Thefe were refle@tions that Briennes little attended
to ; he was laying his fnares, while D’Alembert {miled
at the idea, that foon both nuns and canonefles would
add to the common mafs of ruin ; but thefe facred
Thefeplans Virgins baffled all their sunning. Nothing lefs than
confumma- all the defpotic powers of the Conftituent Aflembly
_ tedbythe could prevail againft them; they were to be clafled

ﬁ;f;;‘;' with the martyrs of that bloody September ; their fer-
¥ vor was impaffible. Ediéts worthy of Nero, exulting
in the flames of burning Rome, are neceffary to drive
them from the altar, cannons and the fatelites of - that
Conftituent Aflembly, march againit them to enforce
. thofe edicts, and thirty thoufand women are driven fram
their convents, in contradi€ion to a decree of that
fame affembly, promifing to let them die peaceably in
their afylums. Thus was the deftru&tion of religious
orders completed in France. It was then forty years
fince this plan had been di€tated by the Sophifters to
the minifters of hismoft Chriftian Majefty. But when
accomplithed, minifters are nomore ! .. . The facred
perfon of the king, a prifoner in the towers of the
Temple ! ... The objeck of the abolition of religious
orders was fulfilled ; religion was favagely perfecuted
in the pegfon of its minifters ! But during the long
period that preceded the triumph -of the Sophifters,
they had reforted to many other means with which I
have to acquaint my reader.
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‘ CHAP. VIL
Fourth Means of the Confpirators—Voltaire’s Colony.

: HILST the confpirators were fo much taken
up with the deftruion of the Jefuits, and
o

f all other religious orders, Voltaire was forming a
plan which was to give to impiety itfelf, both apoftles
and propogandifts.” This idea feems to have firft ftruck
him about the year 1760-61. Always ruminating the
deftruction of Chriftianity, he writes to D’Alembert,
¢« Could not five or fix men of parts, who rightly un-
¢ derftood each other, fucceed after the example of
¢ twelve fcoundrels, who have already fucceeded.”*

The object of this underftanding has already been ex-~,

plained in a letter before quoted. ¢ Let the real phi»
s« lofophers unite in a brotherhood, like the Free-ma-
¢ fons ; let them aflemble and fupport each other g

Obje& of
this colony.

¢¢ let them be faithful to the aflociation. This fecret -

« academy will be far fuperior to that of Athens and
¢ to all thofe of Paris. But every one thinks but of
< himfelf, and forgets that his moft facred dutyisza
& crufb the wretch.”+

The confpirators never loft fight of this moft facred
duty, but met with various obftacles ; religion was
ftill zealoufly defended in France, and Paris was not
yet a proper afylum for fuch an aflociation. It ap-
pears alfo that Voltaire was obliged for fome time to
lay this plan afide ; but taking it up again, a few years
afterwards, he applied to Frederick, as we are told
by the editor of their correfpondence, for leave ¢ to
¢¢ eftablifh at Cleves a little colony of French philofo-
¢t phers, who might there, freely and boldly, fpeak
¢ the truth, without fearing minifiers, priefls, or par-
¢ liaments.” Frederick anfwered with all the defired
zeal, ¢« I fee you with to eftablifh the little colony
¢ you had mentioned to me.—I think the fhorteft
¢¢ way would be, that thofe men, or your affociates,
¢s fhould fend to Cleves to fee what would be moft

* Let. 69,anno 1760.
+ Let, 85, to D’Alembert, 1761.
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¢ convenient for them, and what I can difpofe of .in
¢ their favor.”*

It is to be lamented that many letters refpeting this
colony haye been fupprefled in their correfpondence ;
but Frederick’s anfwers are fufficient to conviuce us -
of the obftinacy of Voltaire in the undertaking, who

_returning to the charge again, is anfwered, ¢ You
¢« {peak of a colony of philofophers, who wifh to ef-

¢ tablifh themfelves at Cleves. I have no obje&tion
¢ toit. I can give them every thing but wood, the
¢ forefts having been almoft deftroyed by your coun-
¢ trymen. But only on this condition, that they will
¢ refpect thofe who are to be refpected, and that they
¢ will keep within the proper bounds of decency in their
¢ auritings.”’t

The explanation of this letter, will be better un«
derftood, when we treat of the Antimonarchial Con«
fpiracy. Decency in their wrikings, one fhould think,
would be of the firft neceflity even for their own
views, otherwife this new colony muft have fpread a
general alarm, and governments would have been
obljged to reprefs their barefaced impudence.

‘While on one fide Voltaire was imploring the fuc-
cour and protection of the King of Pruffia, for thefe
aioftles of impiety, on the other he was fecking So-
phifters worthy of the apoftlefhip. He writes to Da~
milaville, that he is ready to make a facrifice of all the
fweets of Ferney, and go and place himfelf at their
hecad. ¢ Your friend, fays he, perfifts in his idea ;
¢ it is true, as you have remarked, that he muft tear
¢ himfelf from many objes that are at prefent his
¢¢ delight, and then will be of his regret. But is it
¢ not better to quit them through philofophy than by
¢¢ death. What furprifes him moft, is that many
¢t people have not taken this refolution together.
¢ Why fhould not a certain philofophic baron labor
¢ at the eftablifiment of this colony ? Why fhould
¢ not fo many others improve fo fair an opportu-

‘¢ nity ?” In the continuation of this letter we find

that Frederick was not the only prince who counte-
nanced the plan : ¢ Two fovereign princes, who think

- ¢ cntirely as you do, have’ lately vifited your friend.

* 24th O&ober 1765.
1 Letter 146, anno 1766.
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« One of them offered a town, provided that which

s relates to the grand work, fhould not fuit.”*

It was precifely at the time this letter was written,
that the Landgrave of Hefle Caffel went to pay homage
to the idol of Ferney. The date of his journey, the
fimilarity of his fentiments, can leave little doubt,
but what he was the prince who offered a town to the
colony, fhould Cleves prove inconvenient.+

Meanwhile, the apoftles of this mock Mefliah,
however zealous for the grand work, were not equally
ready to facrifice their cafe. D’Alembert idolized by

- the gophiﬁers at Paris, faw that he could be but a fe-
condary divinity in the prefence of Voltaire. That
Damilaville, celebrated by the impious patriarch as
perfonally hating God, was neceffary for carrying on
the fecret correfpondence in Paris. Diderot, the cer-
tain philofophic Baron, and the remaining multitude
of adepts, reluftantly caft their eyes on a German
town, where they could not with equal eafe, facrifice
in luxury and debauchery to their Pagan divinities.
Such remiffnefs difconcerted Voltaire. He endeav-
oured to ftimulate their ardor by afking, ¢ If fix or
¢¢ feven hundred thoufand Huguenots left their coun-
¢ try for the fooleries of Zean Chauvin, fhall not
¢ twelve fages be found, who will make fome little
¢ facrifice to reafon which is trampled on.”$

‘When he withes to perfuade them, that their con-
fent is all that is neceflary te accomplifh the grand ob-
je&, he writes again, ¢ All that I can tell you now,
¢¢ by a fure hand, is, that every thing is ready for the
¢ eftablithment of the manufature ; more than one
¢ Prince envies the honor of it, and from the borders
¢ of the Rhine unto the Oby, Tomplat (that is Plato
¢ Diderot) will be honored, encouraged, and live in
¢ fecurity.” He would then repeat the grand objeét
of the confpiracy, in hopes of perfuading the confpir-
ators. He would feek to inflame their hearts with
that hatred for Chrift, which was confuming his own,
He would repeatedly cry out, Crufb, crufb the aretch,
then crufb the wretch.§ ' ‘

* Letter of the 6th of Auguft ¥766.
Letter of the Landgrave, gth Sept. 1766.
Letter to Damilaville, 18th of Auguft 1766.
Letter to Damilaville, 25th of Auguft 1766.
Vol. L. M
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His prayers, his repeated folivitations conld not
avail againft the fweets of Paris. That fame reafon
which made Voltaire willing to facrifice all the pleafing
{cenes of Ferney, to bury himfelf in the heart of
Germany, there to confecrate his days and writings
to the extinétion of Chriftianity, that reafon, I fay,

taught the younger adepts that the fweets of Paris

were not to be negle€ted. They wese not the Apof-
tles of ‘the Gofpel preaching temperance and mortifi-
cation both by word and example; fo indeed, was
Voltaire obliged to give up all hopes of expatriating
his fophiftical apoftics. He indignantly exprefles his
vexation to Frederick a few years afterwards: « I
¢ own to you, that I was fo much vexed and fo much
¢ athamed of the little fuccefs Ihad in the tranfmi-
¢ gration to Cleves, that I have never fince dared
¢ propofe any of my ideas to your Majefty.  When I
¢« refleét that a fool and an ideot, like 5t. Ignatius,
¢ fhould have found twelve followers, and that I eould
¢ not find three Philofophers who would follow me,
¢ I was almoft tempted to think, that reafon was
¢¢ ufelefs.t I fhall never recover the non-execution
¢ of this plan, it was there I fhould have ended my
¢« old age.”§ .

- However violent Voltaire was in his reproaches

. againft the other confpisators, the fequel of thefe me-

moirs will {how that it was unjuftly. . D’Alembert in
particular had far other plans to profecute ; he grafped
at the empire of the academic honors, and witheut
expofing his diQtatorfhip, or expatriating the adepts,
by diftributing thefe honors folely to the Sophifters, he
abundantly replaced Voltaire’s fo much regretted plan.
This means and the method by which it was forwarded,
fhall be the fubje& of the enfuing chapter.

1 Nov. 1769. § 1ath of O&eber 1770,
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CHAP. VIIIL
Fifth Means of the Confpirators—The Academic Honors.

! ! "YHE proteQion which the kings had given to men .
of letters, had brought them into that repute ﬂr&:bjt&

which they (o well deferved, until abufing their talents, academies.
they turned them againft religion and governments.
It was in the French. academy where glory feered to
be enthroned, and a feat within its walls, was the
grand purfuitof the orator and the poet, in fineof all
writers, whether eminent in the hiftoric or any other
branch of literature. Corneille, Boffuet, Racine,
Maffillon, La Bruyére, Lafontaine, in fine, all thofe
authors who had adorned the reign of Louis XIV were
proud of ‘their admifion within this fan&tuary of let-
ters. Morals and the laws feemed-to guard its en-
trance, left it might be prophaned by the impious.
Any publie fign of incredulity, was’a bar againft ade
miffion, even during the reign of Louis XV. Nor
was the famous Montefquieu himfelf admitted until
he had given proper fatisfattion, on account of certain
articles contained in his Perfian Letters.—Voltaire pre-
tends that he deceived the Cardinal de Fleury, by fen-
ding him a new edition of his work, in which all the
objectionable parts had been omitted. Such a low
trick was beneath Montefquieu, repentance was his
only plea, and later, little doubt can be left of his re-
penting fincerely. In fine, on admiffion, impiety wag
openly renounced, and religion publicly avowed.
Boindin, whofe incredulity was notorious, had been
rejeted, though a member of feveral other academies.
Voltaire was for a long time unable to gain admiffion,
and at length only fucceeded by means of high pro-
tetion and that low hypocrify which we fhall fee him
recommending to his difciples. DD’Alembert, ever
rovident, hid his propenfity to incredulity until he
gad gained his feat ; and though the road to thefe lit-
erary honors had been much widened by the adepts prjem.
who furrounded the court, nevetthelefs, he thought bert’s plan
that it would not be impoffible, by dint of intrigues, °° :lhe -
to turn the fcale ; that if formerly impiety had been *¢¢™*



74

- Intrigues
for Dide-
rot.

THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY.

a means of exclufion, in future it might be a title of
admiffion, and that none fhould be feated near him;
but thofe whofe writings had rendered them worthy
abettors of the confpiracy, and fupporters of their fo-
phiftical arts. His true field was that of petty in-
trigue, and fo {uccefsfully did he handle it, that in the
latter times, the titles of Academician and Sophifter

- were nearly fynonimous. It is true that fometimes he

met with obftacles ; and the plot framed betwéen him
and Voltaire, for the admiflion of Diderot, will be
fufficient to evince what great advantages they expet-
ed would accrue to their confpiracy, by this new
means of promoting irreligion. , :
D’Alembert firft propofed it, Voltaire received the
propofal with all the attention due to its importance,
and anfwers, ¢ You wifth Diderot to be of the acad-
¢ emy, it muft then be brought about.” The king

. was to approve of the nomination, and D’Alembert

feared minifterial oppofition. It is to this fear that
we owe the account Voltaire has given of Choifeul, it
is then, he mentions his partiality to the Sophifters,
and that fo far from obftruding the like plots, he
would forward them with all his power ; ¢ In a word,
¢ he continues, Diderot muft be of the academy, it
« will be the moft noble revenge that can be taken for
¢ the play againft the philofophers. The academy is
¢¢ incenfed at le Franc-de-Pompignan : it would wil-
« lingly give him a moft {winging flap.—I will make a
« bonfire on Diderot’s admiffion. Ah ! what a hap-
¢¢ pinefs it would be, if Helvetius and Diderot could
< be received together.”*

D’ Alembert would have been equally happy in fuch

~ atriumph, but he was on the fpot and faw the oppofi-

tion made by the Dauphin, the Queen and the Cler-

s he anfwers, ¢ I fhould be more defirous than
« yourfelf to fee Diderot of the academy. I am per-
< fectly fenfible how much the common caufe would be ben-
s« efitted by it, but the impofhbility of doing it, is be-
« yond what you can conceive.”’+

Voltaire knowing that Choifeul and La Pompadour
had often prevailed againft the Dauphin, ordered
D’Alembert not to defpond. He takes the dire@ion
of the intrigue on himfelf, and places his chief hopes

® oth of July 1760. + 18th July 1560.
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on the Courtefan. ¢ Still further, (fays he,) fhe
¢ may look upon it as'an honor, and make a merit of
¢ fupporting Diderot. Let her undeceive the king on
¢ his {core, and delight in quathing a cabal which the
¢ defpifes.”t What D’Alembert could not perfonally
undertake, Voltaire recommends to the courtiers, and
particularly to the Count D’Argental : « My divine
¢ Angel, would he write, do but get Diderot to be
¢ of the academy, it will be the boldeft ftroke that
¢ can be in the game reafon is playing againft fanati-
¢ cilm and folly (that is religion and piety ; ) impofe
¢¢ for penance on the Duke de Choifeul to introduce
¢« Diderot into the academy.”§

The fecretary of the academy, Duclos, is alfo called
in, as an auxiliary by Voltaire, who gives him inftruc-
tions to infure the fuccefs of the recipiendary adept.
¢¢ Could not you reprefent, or caufe to be reprefented,
¢ how very effential fuch a man is to you for the com-
s¢ pletionn of .fome neceffary work ? Could not you
$¢ after having flyly played off that battery aflemble feven
¢ or eight of the elecl, and form a deputation to the
¢ king, to afk for Diderot as the moft capable of for-
¢ warding your enterprize ! Would not the Duke of
¢ Nivernois help you in that project, would not he be
¢¢ the fpeaker on the occafion ? The bigots will fay,
¢¢ that Diderot has written a metaphyfical work which
¢¢ they do not underftand : Deny the fail, fay that he
« did not write it, and that ke is a good Catholic—it is
« foeafy to be a Catholic.”||

it would be an obje& of furprife to the reader and

Y

to the hiftorian to fee Voltaire ftraining every nerve,

calling on Dukes and courtiers, not bluthing at the
vileft hypocrify, advifing bafe difimulation, and that
merely to gain the admiffion of one of his fellow con-
fpirators, into the academy ; but this furprife will
- ceafe when they fee D’Alembert’s own words : I gm

perfetly fenfible how much the common caufe would be ben-

tted by it ; or in other words, the war we are waging
againft Chriftianity. Thefe words will explain all his
agitation. And to have admitted within the fan&tuary
of letters, the man the moft notorious for his incredu-~
lity, would it not have been corrobating the fault gov-
ernment had committed, in letting itfelf be led away

1 a8th July 1460. § Let. 153, anno 1760,
| Let. x.xtz of Auguft 1760. A
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by the hypocritical demonftrations of a Voltaire or a
D’Alembert ? Would it not have been crowning the
moft fcandalous impiety with the laurels of literature,
and declaring that Atheifm fo far from being a ftaim,
would be a new title to its honors? The moft preju-
diced muft own it would have been an open contempt
for religion, and Choifeul and La Pompadour were
confcious, that it was not yet time to allow the confpi-
rators fuch a triumph. D’Alembert even.thrynk back
when he beheld the clamours it would excite, and de-
fifted for the prefent. But the critical moment was
now come, when the minifters fecretly abetted, what
they publicl]); feemed to wifh to cruth. D’Alembert
perfifted in his hopes, that with fome contrivance he
would foou be able to exclude all writers from literary
honors, who had not offered fome facrifice at leaft,
to the Antichriftian Sophiftry, and he at length fuc.
ceeded.

From the time when D’Alembert had conceived of
what importance the French academy, converted into
aclub of irreligious Sophifters, might be to the con-
fpiracy, let us examine the merits of fome of thofe
who were admitted among its members. Firft, we
find Marmontel perfectly coinciding in opinion with
Voltaire, D’Alembert and Diderot ; then in fucceffior,
La Harpe the favorite adept of Voltairc ; Champfort,
the adept and hebdomadary co-adjutor of Marmontel
and La Harpe ; a Lemierre. diftinguithed by Voltaire
as a flaunch enemy to the wretch, or Chnift ;* an Abbe
Millot whofe fole merit with I’ Alembert was his total
eblivion of his pricfthood, and with the public to have
transformed the hiftory of France into an antipapal
one ;+ a Driennes, long fince known to D’Alembery
as an enemy to the church, though living in its bow
.fom ; aSuar, a Gaillar, and laftly a Condorcet, whofe:

reception was to enthrone the fiend of atheifm within
the walls of the academy. )

It does not appear why Mr. de Turgot did' not fuc-

ceed in his admiffion, though feconded by all the in~
trigues of D’Alembert and Violtaire.y In cafting am.
eye on their correfpondence, thereader would be fun-
prifed to fee of what concern it was to them to fill this

* Letter fram Voltaire to Damilaville, 1767,
1 Letter of D’Alembert, 27th Dec. 1777,
3 Letter of Voltaire, 8th of Feb. 1776.
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g;il'co&phical Sanhedrim with their favorite adepts.

‘here are above thirty letters on the admiffion of their
adepts, or on the exclufion of thofe who were friendly
to religion. Their intrigues, whether through pro-
teCtion or any other way, were at length fo fuccefsful,
that in a few years, the name of Academician and
Atheift or Deift were fynonimous. If there were yet
to be found among them fome few men, efpecially
bithops, of a different ftamp from Briennes, it was a
temains of deference fhown them, which fome might
have miftaken for an honor, whilft they fhould have
looked upon it as an infult, to be feated next to a
D’Alembert, a Marmontel or 2 Condorcet.

There was however among the forty, a layman much
to be refpected for his piety. This was Mr. Beauzet.
I one day afked him, how it had been poffible, that a
man of his morality could ever have been affociated
with men fo notorioufly unbelievers? ¢« The very
¢ fame queftion (he anfwered,) have I put to D’A-
¢ Jembert. At one of the fittings, feeing that I was
¢¢ nearly the only perfon who believed in God, I atked
¢ him, how he poflibly could ever have thought of
¢ me for a member, when he knew that my fenti-
¢ ments and opinions differed fo widely from thofe of
¢ his brethren? D’Alembert without hefitation (ad-
¢ ded Mr. Beauzet) anfwered, I am fenfible of your
¢¢ amazement, but we were in want of afkilful gram-
¢ marian, and among our party, not one had made
¢¢ himfelf a reputation in that ine. 'We knew that
¢ you believed in God, but being a good fort of man,
¢ we caft our eycs on you, for want of a philofopher
¢ to fupply your place.”

Thus was the {ceptre wrefted from the hands of {ci-
ence and talents, by the hand of impiety. Voltaire
had withed to place his confpirators under the protec-
tion of the Royal Sophifter ? D’Alembert ftopped
their flight, and made them triumph in the very ftates
of that monarch, who gloried in the title of Moft
Chriftian. His plot, better laid, conferred the lau-
rels of literature folely on the impious writer, whilft
he who dared defend religion, was to be covered with
reproach and infamy. The French academy thus con-
verted into a club of infidels, was a far better fupport

- to the Sophifters confpiring againft Chriftanity, than
any colony which Voltaire could have conceived. The
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academy infe&ed the men of letters, and thefe per-
verted the public opinion by that torrent of impious
produtions, which deluged all Europe, Thefe were
to be inftrumental in bringing over the people to uni-
verfal apoftacy, and will be confidered by us, as the
fixth means for the Antichriftian revolution,
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CHAP. IX.

Sixth Means of the Confpirators— Inundation of Antis
chriftian Writings.

HAT for thefe forty years paft, and particularly copceri
for the laft twenty of Voltaire’slife, all Europe of the
has been overrun with moft ithpious writings, whether cll:'ef' in
under the forms of pamphlets, {yftems, romances or :,:l't';ng&
pretended hiftories, is one of thofe felf-evident truths '
which needs no proof. Though I fhall in this place
confine myfelf only to a part of what I have to fay on
this fubje&, I will here fhow how the chiefs of the
¢onfpiracy acted in concert, whether in the prodution,
the multiplication or diftribution of them, in order to
diffeminate their poifons throughout Europe.
The method to be obferved in their own works, was
particularly concerted between Voltaire, D’Alembert
and Frederick. We fee them, in theit letters, confi=
ding to each other the different works they are writing -
againft Chriftianty, their hopes of fuccefs and their
arts to enfure it. "We fee them {mile at the fnares they
have laid againft religion, and that particularly, in
thofe works and fyftems which they affeCted moft to
look upon as indifferent to, or as rather promoting
~ than attacking religion. In that ftyle D’ Alembert was
admirable. The following example will convince the
hiftorian, or the reader, of the great artof this crafty
Sophifter. : '
It is well known, with what immenfe pains our phi- Cunning
lofophers of the day, have been forming their preten- ;’fﬁ‘gﬁ'
ded phyfical fyftems on the formation of the globe, with re.
their numerous theories and genealogies of the earth. gard to
‘We have feen them diving into mines, fplitting moun= fyftems.
tains or digging up their furface in fearch of fhells, to
trace old ocean’s travels,andbuildtheir epochs. Thefe
numerous refearches, to hear them talk, had no other
end but the advancement of fcience and nataral phi-
lofophy. Their new epochs were not to affeét religion,
and we have reafon ta believe that many of our natu.
ralifts had no other obje& in view, as many of them,
Vol. 1. N
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real men of learning and of candour in their refearch-
es, and capable of obfervation, have rather furnifhed
arms againft, than forwarded thofe vain fyftems by
their ftudies, labours or peregrinations: not fuch the
cafe with D’ Alembert and his adepts. They foon per-
ceived that thefe new epochs and fyftems drew the at-
tention of divines, who had to maintain the truth of
the fa&ts and the authenticity of the books of Mofes,
the foundation and title-pages of Revelation. To baf-
fle the Sorbonne and all the defenders of facred writ,
D’ Alembert writes a work under the title of The dbufe
of Criticifm, areal apology of all thofe fyftems. The
main drift of the work, was with fhowing a great re-
fpet for religion, to prove that neither revelation, nor
the credibility of Mofes, could be the leaft affeéted by
thefe theories or epochs, and that the alarms of the di-
vines were ungrounded. Many pages were dedicated
to prove that thefe {yftems could only ferve to raife our
ideas to the grand and fublime. That fo far from
counteralling the power of Gody or his divine wifdom,
they only difplayed.it more ; that confidering the object
of their refearches, it little became the divine, but the
natural philsfopher to judge of them. Divines are repre=
fented as narrow-minded, pufillanimous, or enemies to
reafon, terrified at an obje&t which did not fo much
asregard them. He is very pointed in his writings
againft thofe pretended panics, and among otherthings
fays, ¢ They have fought to conne Chriftianity with
« {yftems purely philofophical. Ia vain did religion,
¢¢ {o fimple and precife in its tenets, conftantly throw
¢« off the alloy that disfigured it, and it is from that
¢ alloy the notion has prevailed, of its being attacked
¢¢ in works where it was-the leaft fo.”*

Thefe are precifely the works where, for the forma-
tion of the univerfe, a much longer [pace’ of time is re- .
quired, than the hiftory of the creation, delineated by

. Mofes, leaves us at liberty to fuppofe.

‘Who but would have thought D’Alembert convin-
ced that all thofe phyfical fyftems, thefe theories, and
longer [pace of time, fo farfrom overturning Chriftian~
ity, would only ferve to raife the grandeur and fublim-
ity of our ideasof the Godof Mofesand of the Chrif-
tians. But that fame D’Alembert, whilefeeking this

* The Abufe of Criticifin, Nos. 4, I5, 16,17,
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longer fpace of time, anticipated his applaufe to the lie,
which his travelling adepts were about to give to Mofes
and torevelation. Thofe adeptsrambling in the moun-
tains of the Alps or the Appenines, arethe men he
points out to Voltaire as precious to philofophy. It is he
who, after having been fo tender for the honor of Mo-
fesand revelation, writes to Voltaire, ¢ This letter,
¢ my dear companion, will be delivered to you by
¢« Defmarets, a man of merit and of found philofophy,

¢¢ who wifhes to pay his refpets to you on his journey-

¢ to Italy, where he purpofes making, fuch obfervations
¢ on natural hiffory, as may very well give the lie to Mo-
¢¢ fes.  He will not fay a word of this to the mafter
¢ of the facred palace, but if perchance, ke fbould dif-
¢ cover that the world is more ancient than even the fep-
¢ tuagint pretend, he will not keep it a fecret from you”*
It would have been difficult to uie more art, though
it were to dire& the hand of an aflaffin ; D’Alembert
would fometimes dire& Voltaire, when fhafts were to
be fent from Ferney, which could not yet be thot from
Paris. On thefeoccafions the theme wasalready made,
and only needed the laft glofs of Voltaire’s pen.
When, in 1763, the Sorbonne publithed- that fa-
mous Thefis, which foretold' what the French revolu-
tion has fince taught the fovereigns of Europe, on the
evil tendency of this modern philofophifm to their very
thrones ; D’Alembert, in hafte, informs Voltaire of
the exigency of counteraling an impreflion fo detri-
mental to the confpiracy. He thews Voltaire how to
impofe on the kings themfelves, and how to involve
the church in all their deubts and fufpicions. In tra-
cing this mafter-piece of -art and cunmng, he reminds
‘him of the contefts long fince extinét, between the
priefthood and the empire, and lets him into the whole
art of throwing odium and fufpicion on the clergy.4
Many other plans are propofed to the patriarch accord-
ing to circumftances.} Thofe were in his ftyle zbe
chefnuts that Bertrand (D' Alembert) pointed out under the
afbes, and which Raton (Voltaire) was to help him to
draw out of the fire with Ais delicate pasw.
Voltaire did not fail, on his part, to inform D’A-
lembert and the other adepts, of what he himfelf

* Let. 137, 1763.
+ Let. of D’Alembert, 18th Jan.and gth Feb. 1773.
1 Particularly let. of 26th Feb. and 22d March 1774.
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compofed, or of the fteps he took with miniftry. Tt
is thus that as a prelude to the plundering decrees of
the revolution, he gave Count D’Argental notice of
the memorial he had fent to the Duke de Praflin, to
prevail on that minifter to deprive the clergy of part
of its maintenance by abolithing tythes.*

" Thefe fecret memorials, the anecdotes, whether
true or flanderous againft the religious writers, were
all concerted among the confpirators and their chiefs.+
Even the fmiles, the witticifms or infipid epigrams of
the adepts, werg under the diretion of Voltaire, and
ufed by him as forwarding the confpiracy. He, better
than any man, knew the powers of ridicule, and he
would often recommend it to the adepts in their wri-
tings or in their converfation. ¢ Do your beft, he
¢ writes to D’Alembert, to preferve your cheerful-
¢ nefs, always endeavour to crufb the wretch. 1 only
¢ afk five or fix witticifms a day ; that would fuffice.
¢ Jt would not get the better of them. Laugh De-
¢ mocritus, make me laugh, and the fages fhall carry
¢ the day.”’f :

Voltaire was not always of the fame opinion, with
regard to this attack on Chriftianity. This method
was not fufficiently elevated for a philofopher, -and he
foon after adds, in his quality of chief, To the flood of
Jjefts and farcafms, there fhould fucceed, fome ferious
awork, which howevér fbould be worth reading, for the
juftification of the philofophers, and the confufion of
the wretch.| This work, notwithftanding the exhort-
ations of the chief, and his union with the adepts,
never was executed. But on the other fide, the prefs
teemed with deiftical and atheiftical works, fraught
with calumny and impiety. Monthly or weekly fome
new prodution of the moft daring impiety was printed
in Holland. Such were the Philofsph'c Soldier, The
Doubts, Priefiévaft, Blackguardifm unveiled,§ which are
nearly the moft profligate the fet has produced. One
would have thought Voltare alone prefided over this
traffic of impiety, fuch was his zeal in promoting the
fale of them. He received notice of the publications,

* Let. to the Count D’Argental, 1764. :
+ Letters of Voltaire and D’Alembert, 18 and zo.
Let. 128. l]uLet. to D,Alembert, 67.
Le Militaire Philofophe, Les Doubts, ’Impofture Sacerdo-
tale, Le Poliffonifme devoilé.
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awhich he communicated to his brethren at Paris. He Circula-
recommended their getting them, circulating them ; flon of
upbraided them with their little ardor in fpreading yooris
them abroad, while he himfelf difperfed them all urged.
around him.* To ftimulate them, he would write,
that it was outof thefe works that all the German youth
learned to read ; in fhort, that they were the univerfal
catechifms from Baden to Mofcow.+
‘When he thought Holland could not fufficiently in-
fect France with thefe profligate writings, he would
fele&t thofe which D’Alembert was to get privately
printed at Paris, and then diftribute them by thou-
fands. Such, for example, was the pretended Survey
of Religion, by Dumarfais. ¢ They have fent me,”
thefe arc Voltaire’s own words, ¢ a work of Dumar-
¢ fais ASCRIBED to St. Evremond. It is an excellent
¢« work (precifely one ‘of the moft impious.) I ex-
s¢ hort you, my dear brother, to prevail on fome one
s of our faithful and beloved, to reprint this little
¢¢ work, which may do a n{gimat deal of good.”} Like
exhortations, but rather nlore prefling, he made with
regard to the Laff Will of Jean Meflier, of that famous
Curate of Etrepigni, whofe apoftacy and blafphemies
could make ftill ftronger an impreflion on the minds
of the populace. Voltaire would complain that there
-were not fo many copies of that impious work in all
Paris, as he himfelf had difperfed throughout the
mountains of Switzerland.||
D’Alembert was himfelf obliged to apologize as if
indifferent and deficient in point of zeal, but particu-
larly for not having dared, at the entreaties of Vol-
taire, to print in Paris and difiribute four or five thou-
Jand copies of 17’¢abn Meflier's Laff Will. His excufe .,
fhows the confummate confpirator, who knows how pere’s ex.
to wait the moment, and take precautions to enfure cufe.
that fuccefs, which too great precipitancy might have
ruined.§ We fee by what he writes to Voltaire on a
mafter-piece of impiety, entitled Good” Senfe, that he
. was perfeQtly aware of the effect thefe impious works
had on the minds of the people ; that he knew when

* See his letters to Count D’Argental, to Mad. du Deffant
and particularly to D’Alembert, No. 2, 1769.

+ Let. to the Count D’Argental, 26th Sept. 1766. 1 Let. 122.

|| Let. of D’Alembert, 3d of July, and of Veltaire rgth
Sept. 1763, § Let. 503,
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they were to be multiplied or caft into the hands of
the vulgar; he fays, ¢ This prodution ((Good Senfe )
¢ is a work much more to be dreaded than the Syfems -
¢ of Nature.” It really was fo, becaufe, with greater
art and unconcern, it leads to the moft unqualified
Atheifm ; and for that reafon we fee D’ Alembert fet-
ting forth the advantages to be derived from it to the
confpiracy if it were abridged, though already but
fmall, /o as to coff no more than five-pence, and thus to be
Stted for the pocket and the reading of every cook-maid.*

Thefe low intrigues were not the only means the
Sophifters reforted to, to evade the law, and over-
run all Europe with thefe Antichriftian produtions.
They were fupported at court by powerful men, or
minifterial adepts, who knew how to filence the law
itfelf, or if it ever was to fpeak, it was only the better
to favour this impious traffic, at another time, in {pits
of the magiftracy. The duke de Choifeul and Ma-
letherbes were again the promoters of this grand means
of robbing, the people of their religion, and infinua-
ting the errors of philofophifm. The former, withall
the affurance of minifterial defpotifm, threatened the
Sorbonne with all the weight of his indignation, when
by their public cenfures, they fought to guard the
people againft thofe ephemerous produétions. It was
this ftrange exertion of authority, which made Vol
taire exclaim, Long live the minifiry of France ; above
all, long live the Duke of Choifeul It

Malefherbes, who, having the fuperintendency over
the whole of bookfelling, and hence enabled to evade
the law, both as to the introduion and circulation of
thefe impious writings, was on that obje&, in perfe&
unifon with D’Alembert.. They both would willing-
ly have hindered the champions of religion from print~
ing their replies to that legion of infidels then rifing
in France. But the time was not yet come. With
his pretended toleration, Voltaire was indignant, that
under a philofophic minifter, the apologifts of the
Gofpel, thould ftill have accefs to the prefs, and
D’Alembert is obliged to plead in his defence, that
Malefherbes, fo far from favoring the antiphilofophic
works, had relu@antly been obligedto fiubmit to fuperior
orders, which he could not refift.} Not content with

* Let. 146. 1 Let. of Voltaire to Marmontel, 1767.
1 Let.of x;thgan. 1757.
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a fimple connivance, fuch excufes were not fatisfalto-
ry to Voltaire, nothing lefs than the authority of kings
could fecond his zeal, and he has again recourfe to
Frederick. This inundation of impious books, was
to have been the grand objet of his colony.  As yet
unconfoled for the failure of that plan, he writes to the
king of the Sophifters, ¢ WasI younger, had I health,
¢ T would willingly quit, the houfe I have built, the
¢ trees I have planted, to go and dedicate with two
¢¢ or three philofophers, the remainder of my life, un-
¢¢ der your protection, to the printing of a few ufeful
¢ books. But, Sire, cannot you, without expofing your=
¢ felfy have fomeof the Berlin bookfellers encouraged to
¢ reprint them, and to difiribute them throughout Europe,
¢ at a price low enough to enfure their fale.”’}

This propofal, which transformed the king of Pruf-
fia into the hawker-general of Antichriftianpamphlets,
did not difpleafe his proteing majefty. ¢ You may
¢ (anfwers Frederick) make ufe of our printers as you
“¢ pleafe, they enjoy perfet liberty, and as they are
¢ conneted with thofe of Holland, France and Ger-
¢ many, I have no doubt, but that they have means
¢¢ of conveying books whitherfoever they may think
o ]éroper.”i '

ven at Peterfburgh, Voltaire had found hawkers
of thefe impious productions. Under the protettion,
and by the influence of Count Schouvallow, Ruffia
was to petition Diderot, for leave to be honoured with the
impreflion of the Encyclopedia, and Volraire is ‘com-
miffioned to announce that triumph to Diderot.§ The
moft impious and moft feditious work Helvetius had
written, was then reprinting at the Hague, and the
Prince Gallitzin dares to dedicate it to the Emprefs of
- all the Ruffias. Here Voltaire’s zeal was out-run by

8
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his fuccefs. He could not help remarking, with what

amazement the world would fee fuch a work infcribed
to the moft defpotic fovereign on earth ; but whilft he
fmiled at the imprudence and folly of the prince adept,
he exultingly beheld the flock of fages filently increafing,
fince princes themfelves were nolefs eager than him-
felf, in the circulation of thefe antichriftian writings.
We find this account repeated three different times in
his letters to D’ Alembert, fo great was his joy, and fo

g sth April 1767. .1 sth May 1767.
¢ Let of Voltaireto Diderot.
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corifident was he of annihilating all idea of Chrifs
tianity in the minds of the people by this means.

In this chapter we have only treated of the folicitude
with which the chiefs fought to infufe the poifon of
their writings into the minds of the people ; hereafter
we fhall fee the means employed by the fect, to extend
it to the hovel or the cottage, and to imbibe that low
rabble with its impious principles, though we have
feen Voltaire fo little defirous of fuch a conqueft.

Note to CHAP. IX.

On thofe Works ahich are more particularly recommended by the
Confpirators.

Were I lefs acquainted with a certain, though numerous clafs
of readers, I might look upon the obfervationsIam about to
make, on the do&rine of thofe works which the chiefs of the
confpiracy, independently of their own, fought to circulate
through all claffes of fociety, as fuperfluous. Ihave not only
to (ausfﬁ ‘men difficult of convition, but perfuade men who
will refift evidence itfelf, unlefs it overwhelms them. In fpite
of allthe proofs we have already adduced of the confpiracy
formed and carried on by Voltaire,. D’Alembert, Frederick,
Diderot and their adepts againft the vitals of Chriftianity, will
nobody recur again to fay, that the Sopbhifters enly levelled
their writings at the abufes, or at leaft that Catholicity was their
only aim, and that they never meant to attack the divers other
religions that are within the pale of Chriftianity, whether at
Geneva or London, in Germany or Sweden. The extreme
falfity of fuch an argument renders it abfurd. If we do but re-
fle& for a moment on the nature of thofe works, which the So-
phifters circulated with fo much zeal ; could they wifh te dif:
feminate other principles than thofe preachedupin thefe works ?
Let us appeal to them and’ fee if the deftru&ion of abufes, or
even of Catholicity alone, could have been their fole ebje&.

The works we have feen {o highly recommended by Voltaire
and D’Alembert, are particularly thofe of Freret, Boulanger,
Helvetius, John Meflier, Dumarfais and Maillet, or at lsaft
they bear the name of thefe Sophifters. They are once more,
THE PHILOsSOPHIC SOLDIER, THE DOUBTS OR THE SAGE’s
ScepTicismM, Goop Sknsg, whofe authors remain unknown.
I will lay before the reader the divers opinions, broached by
thefe writers, fo much commended by the Sophifters, concern-
ing thofe points which cannot be invalidated, without over-
throwing the very foundation of Chriftianity. Then let any
one conclude that the confpiracy only impugned abufes, or iome
particular branch of Chriftianity.

The abfolute belief of the exiftence of a God, belongs to
every religion that is Chriftian ; let us then examine their doc-
trine as to a Gob,
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. Freret tells us exprefsly,  The univerfal caufe, that Gop of Docrine
S the philofopbers, of the Feaws and of the Chriftians, is but a of thefe
& chimera and a phantom.” The {ame author continues, ¢ Im. works:
% agination daily creates frefh chimeras, which raife in them Of God
¢ that impulfe of fear, and fuch is the phantom of the Deity.”’*

The author of Good Senfé, or of that work which D’Alem-

bert wifhes to fee abridged, in order to fell it for five-pence to
the poor and ignorant, is not {o emphatical ; but what is his
do@rine ? < That the phenomena of nature only prove the exifi-
& ence of Gob to a few prepoffeffed men,” that is to fay, full of
falfe prejudices 3  that the awenders of nature, fo far from be-
¢ fpeaking a Gop, are but the neceflary effets of matter prodi
¢ gioufly diverfified.” ’L

The Philofophic Ssldier does not deny the exiftence of Gop,
but fets off, in his firft chapter, by a monftrous comparifon e-
taveen Fupiter and the Gop of the Chriflians, and the pagan
god carries all the advantage of the difcuffion.

According te the Chriffianity Unveiled, which appeared un-
der the name of Boulanger, it is more reafonable to admit with
Manes of a twofold God, than of the Gop of Chriftianity.

The author of zhe Doubts or of Scepticifm, informs the
world, ¢ That they cannot know whether a Gobp really exifts,
¢ or whether there exifts the fmalleft difference between good
¢ and evil or vice and virtue.” Such is the drift of the whole
of that work.||

We find the fame oppofition te Chriftianity in their do&rines On the
on the fpiritualit} of the SowrL. With Freret, ¢ evell thing Soul
¢ that is called Spirit or Sour, has ne more reality than the

¢ phantoms, the chimeras or the fphinxes”’§ ,
" The Sophifter of the pretended Good Senfe, heaps up argu-
ments anew to prove, that it is the body that feels, thinks and
judges, and that the SouL is but a chimera g

Helvetius pronounces, ¢ That we are in an error, when we
¢ make the SouL a fpiritual being ; that mething can be more
% gbfurd, and that the SouL is not a diftinc? being from the
& bogy I ¥% ]

Boulanger tells us decidedly, ¢ That the immortality of the
s Sour, %o far from ftimulating man to the practice of virtue,

4 is nothing but a barbarous, defperate, fatal tenet, and con-
¢ trary to all legiflation.”’+} .

If from thefe fundamental tenets, effential to every religion, On Moral.
as well as to Catholicity, we pafs on to MoraLITY, we fhall jy, '
find Freret teaching the people, that “ all ideas of juffice and
¢ injuflice, of virtue and vice, of glory and infamy, are purely
¢ arbitrary and dependent on cuftom.”’t}

Helvetius will one while tell us, that the only rule by which
virtuous altions are diftinguithed from vicious ones, is the law of

* Letter from Thrafybulus to Lucippus, page 164 and 254.
+ No. 36 et pafim. 1 Page 101.
]| Particularly No. 100 and 101.
i Letter from Thrafybulus. -§ No. 20 and ro0.
* Of the Spirit, and of Man and his Education, No. g and 5.
Aniiquity Unveiled, page (1)5 11 Letter of Thrafybulus,
ol. I
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princes, and public utility. Elfewhere he will fay, ¢ that #ir.
& tue, that honefly, with regard to individuals, is no more than
¢ the habit of altiens per{onally advantageous, and that felfin«
¢ terefl is the fole {cale by which the aQions of man can be
¢ meafured.” In fine, * that if the vittuous man is not happy
¢ in this world, then will be the time to cry out, O Virtue !
¢ thou art but an empty dream.)’®

The fame Sophifter alfo fays, that « fublime virtue, enlight.
¢ ened wifdom, are only the fruits of thofe paffions called_@.
¢ Or that ftupidity is'the neceffary confequence of the cefla~
¢ tion of paffion. That to moderate the pafhions, is to ruin
¢ the ftate.} That confience and resorfe are nothing but the
¢ forefight of thofe phyfical penalties, to which crimes expofe
¢ us. ‘That the man who is above the law, can commit, with-
¢« out remorfe, the difhoneft at thas may ferve his purpofe.”’t
That it little imports whether men are vicious, if they be but
enlightened. ||

. And the fair fex will be taught by this author, that ¢ mop-
¢ gsTy is only an imvention of refined voluftaouﬁ:eﬁ : that
¢ MORALITY has nothing to apprehend from /love, for it is the
& paflion that creates gemius, and renders man virtuous.’§ He
will inform children, that % the commandment of loving their
¢ father and mother, is more the work of education than of
® pature.””Y He will fay to the married couple, that ¢ the law
% which condemns them to live together, becomes barbarous
¢ and cruel on the day they ceafe to love each other.””**.

In vain fhould we feek among the other works that the chiefs
of the confpirators wifhed to ciruclate a more Chriftian moraAL-
1Ty. Dumarfais, as well as Helvetius, knows no other virtue
but what ir ufeful, nor vice but that which is Aurtful to min
upon earth. 4t The Philofophic Soldier, thinks that. fo far from
being able to offend Ged, men are obliged to execute bis laws 11
The author of the Good Senfé fo much praifed by the leaders,
tells them that to think we can offend God, is 2o think ourfelves
Sironger than God.|||| He would even teach them to anfwer us,
¢ If your God leaves to men the /berty of a’amnir:g themfelves,
& avhy fhould you meddle awith it ? Are you wifér than that God
¢ whofe rights you with to avenge.§§

Boulanger, in that work fo much admired by Frederick and
Voltaire, afferts that the fear of God, fo far from being the be-
ginning of wikdom, awould rather be the beginning of jgll].ﬁ b |

It would be ufelefs to the reader, and irkfome to us, were
we to carry thefe quotations any farther. Thofe who with to
fee thefe texts and numberlefs others of the fame kind, ma
perufe the HeLvian LETTERs. But certainly there is eaoug

* On the Mind. Difcourfe 2d and 4th.
+ Idem. Difcourfe ad and 3d, ch::f. 6, 7, 8 ard 10.
1 Idem. Of Man, vol. 1ft, fec. 2d, chap. 7.
Idem. No. 9, chap. 6.

g Of the Mind. Difcourfe 2d, chap. 4 and 15, &c.
€ Of Man. Chap. 8. ** ]bid. Seét. 8, &c.
++ Effay on Prejudices, chap. 8. Chap. 20.

Il Sect. 67. o Seét. 135.
99 Chriftianity uni.iled, in 2 note to page 163.
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here to demonftrate, that confpirators who wifhed to circulate
fuch works, were not levelling folely at the Catholic religion,
much les at a few abufes. No evidently every altar where
Chrift was adored, was to be overthrown, whether Anglican,
Calvinift or Proteftant,

The bafe projec of throwiag into circulation four or five thou-
fand copies of John Meflier’s Laft Will, would fully prove the
abfolute defign of annihilating every veftige of Chriftianity,
fince this Laft Will or Teftament is nothing but a grofs decla-
mation againft the doctrines of the Gofpel.

8
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CHAP. X.

Of the Spoliations and Violences projected by the Confpira-
torsy and concealed under the Name of Toleration.

What their PERHAPS of all the arts put in pracice by the
toleration confpirators, none has fucceeded better with
really was. them, than that perpetual appeal in all their writings
to toleration, reafon, and bumanity ; of which Condor-
cet tells us they had made their war bogp-* In falt
it was natural enough, that men who appeared fo
deeply imprefled with thefe fentiments fhould gain the
attention of the public : But were they real ? Did the
confpiring Sophifters mean to content themfelves with
a true toleration ? As they acquired ftrength, did they
mean to grant to others whatthey afked forthemfelves ?
Thefe queftions are eafily folved, and it would be ufe-
lefs for the reader to feek the definition of each of
thefe high-founding words impofed upon the public,
when their private and real fentiments are to be feen in
their continued cry of Crufb religion. To caft an eye
on their correfpondence, is fufficient to identify the
plans of thefe confpiring Sophifters, with thofe of the
Jacobins their fucceflors; do not the Petions, the
Condorcets, and the Robefpierres, adopt their wifhes
and execute their plans under the fame mafk of tol-
eration.
Spoliations _ Flunder, violence and death has been the toleration
premedita- Of the revolutionifts. Nor were any of thefe means
ted by foreign to the firft confpirators, whofe language the
Volaire.  jatter had adopted. As to fpoliations, I have already
' faid that Voltaire, as early as the year 1743, was plot-
ting with the King of Pruflia to plunder the ecclefiaf-
tical princes and the religious orders of their poffef-
fions. In 1764, we have feen him fending a memo-
rial to the Duke of Praflin, on the abolition of tythes,
in hopes of depriving the clergy of their fuftenance.t
In 1770, he had not abandoned his plan when he
writes to Frederick, ¢ I wifh to God that GInganelli
¢ had fome good domain in your neighbourhood, and

* Sketch on Hiftory. Epoth ¢.
1 Let, from Voltaire to the Count D’Argental, 1764.
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¢¢ that you were not fo far from Loretto. It is noble
¢ to fcoff at thefe Harlequin Bull-givers. 1like to
¢¢ cover them with ridicule, but I bad rather PLUN-
¢ DER them”*

Thefe various letters prove to the reader, that the
chief of the confpirators only anticipated the plunder-
ing decrees of the Jacobins, or even the revolutionary
incurfion their armies have made to Loretto.

Frederick, affuming the kingly tone, feems for an p.caeq
inftant fo fhocked at thefe {poliations, as to have for- and appro-
gotten that he had been the firft to propofe them. He ved by
anfwers, « Were Loretto adjoining to my villa, I Frederick.
¢ fhould not touch it. Its treafures might tempt a
¢ Mandrin, a Conflans, a Turpin, a Rich....or
¢ their fellows. Itis not that I reverence donations
¢ confecrated by fottith ftupidity, but what the pub-
¢ lic venerates is to be fpared. 'When one looks upon
¢« one’s fclf, asgifted with fuperior lights, out of com-
¢¢ paflion for Otiers, in commiferation for their weak~
¢ nefs, one fhould not fhock their prejudices. It is
s¢ a pity that the pretended philofophers of our days
¢ are not of the fame way of thinking.”+
But foon the Sophifter prevails over the monarch, and
Frederick is no longer of opinion that fpoils of the
church are to be left toa Mandrin : the very next year
coinciding with Voltaire he writes to him, ¢« If the
¢ pew minifter of France isa man of fenfe, he will
s¢ neither be weak nor foolith enough to reftore Avig-
¢« non to the Pope.”f :

He recurs to his means of flently undermining the ed-
ifice, by firft plundering the religious orders, that they
might then ftrip the bithops.§

D’Alembert, on his fide advifed, that the clergy patem-
thould be firft deprived of that confequence they'en- bert’s ad-
joyed in the ftate, before they were plundered of their vice

.pofleflions. In fending to Voltaire his tafk almoft
ready made, that he might fpeak out what he dared
not utter himfelf, he tells him, ¢ that he muft not
¢« forget, if it could be done delicately, to add to the
¢ firft part a little appendix, or an engaging poftfcript
¢« on the danger there is both for ftates and kings, to
4 fuffer the clergy to form a feparate and diftint bo-

* gth June, 1570. Let. 7th July 1770.
1 Let. a9th June 1771, § 13th Avg. 1775,
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¢ dy, with the privilege of holding regular afiftm.
$¢ blies.”*

" Asyet this do&trine was new both to king or ftate 3
they had never perceived this pretended danger of let-
ting the clergy form a diftin&t body in the nation, as
did the nobility and the third order ; but thefe con-

. fpiring chiefs were anticipating the horrors of the rev~

Voltaire’s
with for
wiolent
meafures.

,Frederick’s
fimilar

wifh,

olution, the plunders and murders of their Jacobin
fucceflors and difciples.

The violent and fanguinary ediéts, the decrees of
deportation and of death, were not foreign to the
withes of the confpiring chiefs. However frequent
the wordsof toleration, humanity or reafon, may be
in Voltaire’s mouth, it would be a great error in judg-
ment to think, that thofe were the only arms he with-
ed to employ againft the Chriftian religion. "Whenhe
writes to Count Argental, ¢ Had I but a hundred
¢t thoufand men, I well know what I would do with
st them.”+ Or when he wrote to Frederick, ¢« Her-
¢ cules went to fight the robbers and Bellerophon chi-
% meras ; I fhould not be forry to behold Herculefes
¢ and Bellerophons delivering the earth both from
t¢ Catholic robbers and Catholic chimeras.”t Doubt«
lefs it was not toleration that dictated thofe wifhes, and
one is tempted to conclude, that he would not have
been forry to behold the maffacre of the clergy, by the
Herculefes and Bellerophons of the butchering Sep-
tember. Have we not feen him withing to hehold
every Fefuit at the bottom of the ocean, each with a Fan-

Jeniff bung to bis neck > When with the view of aveng-

ing Helvetius and philofophifm, he does not blufh to

afk, Could not the moderate and difcreet propofal of firange

ling the loff Fefuit with the guts of the laff d‘;'ary‘emﬂ,

bring matters to fome compromife ? In reading this,

could we reafonably infer, that the humanity and tols

eration of Voltaire would have been greatly fhocked
at the fight of thofe fhips, ftowed with the Catholic

clergy by a Lebon, as a preparatory ftep to fubmer.

ging them in theocean ! ! !

Frederick feemed to be nearer fimple toleration when
he anfwered Voltaire : ¢ It is not thelot of arms
¢« to deftroy the wretch. It will perifh by thofe of
¢ truth."§ At length he begins tothink that force

* Letter 95, 1773. + 16th Feb. 1961
1 3d March, 1767. § 25th March, 1767.
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muft firike the laft blow at religion. He is not averfe to
this force, and one fees him willing to employ it had
the occafion offered, when he wrote to Voltaire, ¢ To
« Bayle, your forerunner, and to yourfelf no doubt,
« isdue the honor of that revolution working in the
« minds of men. But to {peak with truth, it is not yet
¢ complete ; bigots have their party, and it will never
8 be perfected but bya fuperior force : from government
¢ muft the fentence iffue, that fball crufb the wretch.
¢ Minifters may forward it, dut the will of the fovercign -
¢ muff accede. "'Without doubt this will be effeGuated
¢ in time, but neither of us can be fpeCtators of that
" ¢ long-wifhed for moment.”*

There can be no doubt but the long-fought for mo-
ment was that, when impiety enthroned, fhould caft
afide the mafk of toleration, which it had neceffarily
difguifed itfelf with : Julian-like, would not Freder-
rick alfo have had recourfe to fuperior force at that de-
fired period ? ‘would he not have feconded the fophifms
of the confpirators with that fentence which was to
iffue from the fovereign ! He would have fpokenas a-
mafter, and under Frederick might not the reigns of
a Domitian or a Julian have been renewed, when a-
poftacy, exile or death, were the only alternatives left
to a Chriftian’s choice. But how to reconcile this fu-
perior-force, this fentence of the government, thatis
to crufb, with what D’lembert fays of that princeina
letter to Volraire, is difficult : « T believe him at his
¢¢ laft fhift, and it isa great pity. Philofophy will not
¢ eafily find like him a prince, tolerant through indif-
¢ ference, which is the true ftyle, and an enemy to
& fuperftition and fanaticifm.”+

But with D’ Alembert even that mode of tolerating, Tyefrantic
through indifference, did not exclude underhand per- with of
fecutions ; nor would it have been incompatible with D’Alem-
this man’s rage and phrenzy, fo openly cxpreffed in "™
his letters to Voltaire, to fee a whole nation deftroyed
folely for having fthewn its attachment to Chriftianity.
Could toleration, through indifference, dictate the fol-
lowing lines ? ¢ Apropos of the King of Pruflia, he
¢« hasat length got a-head again.  And I, asa French-
¢ man and a thinking being, am quite of your opin-
¢ jon, that itisa great happinefs both for France and

* Let. 95, 1775 + Letter 195, an. 1762.
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¢ for philofophy. Thofe Auftrians are a fet of info-
¢ lent capuchines who hate and defpife us, and whom
< I could wifb to fee annibilated with the fuperfition they
s protei?.”’t

It would be ufelefs to remark in this place, that
thefe very Auftrians which D’ Alembert wifhes to fee
annihilated, were then the allies of France, at war
with that very King of Pruffia whofe victories he cel-
ebrates. Thefe circumftances might ferve to fhow,
how much more philofophifm fwayed the heart of the
Sophifter than the love of his country, or that tolera-
tion would not have hindered the confpirators from
betraying their king or country, could they by that
have made a new attack on Chriftianity.

‘We plainly fee that all thefe inhuman withes were

rather dropped unawares, than the avowed object of

their correfpondence. They were preparing the road
for thofe feditious and ferocious minds, who were to
perpetrate-'what the Sophifters yet could only devife
and fcheme. The day of rebellion and murder was
not yet come, with the fame withes circumftances had
not diftributed to them the fame parts to act. Let us
then examine what charalers the firft chiefs perform-
ed, and by what fervices each one in particular, fig-
nalizing his zeal in the Antichriftian Confpiracy, pre-
pared the reign of their revolutionary adepts.

1+ To Voltaire, 12th Jan. 1763.
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CHAP. XI

Port, Miffion and private Means of each of the Chicfs g
’ the Antichrifian Confpiracy:f S of

N order to attain the grand obje& of the confpiracy, v
I in fhort to crufh the Chrift whom they purfued with
unrelecting hatred; all the general plans and means
they had concerted were judged infufficient. Each one
in particular was to concur with his own means, with
thefe which his faculties, his fituation or peculiar mif-
fioh enabled him to exert. Voltaire was endowed with voltaire’s
all thofe talents which adorn the eminent writer, and fervices:
no fooner was the confederacy formed than he turned
them all againft his God. During the laft five and
twenty years of his life he declares himfelf, that be bad
ne other vbfell in view than to villify the wretch® Until
that period, he had fhared his time between poetry and
impiet;l, but henceforward he is folely impious. One ;.
might have thought that he alone wifhed to vomit forth_
more blafphemies and calumnies againft the God of
Chriftianity, than had done the whole clafs of Celfi,
or Porphyrii during all ages. In the numerous collec-
tion of his works more than forty volumes in 8vo, Ro-
mances, Dictionaries, Hiftories, Memoirs, Letters or
Commentaries, flowed from his pen, imbittered with
rage and the with of cruthing Chrift. :

In this immenfe colle&ion it would be in vain to feek his contrae
any particular {yftem of Deifm, of Materialifm or Scep- dictions.
ticifm. They all form one common mafs. We have

" feen him conjuring D’Alembert to unite all thefe diver.

iing fe@s in the common attack againft Chrift, and
is own heart may be faid to have been thejr focus.

He cared not from whence arofe the ftorm, or whofe
the hand that ftruck, for the fubverfion of the altar
was his only aim. ~ The religious authors and we our-
felves, have thown him fickle in his fyftems and daily
adopting new opinions, and that from his own works ;4
one beheld twenty different men in him alone, but each

- of them equally hateful. Rage accounts for his con«

* Lettet to Damilaville, 1sth June 1962. . ,

slee ihe Helvian Letters, anrd particularly letter 34 and 42,
- [ 8 - E ~

ardoﬁ;
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tradiGtions ; his hypocrify even flows from the fame
fource. This latter phenomenon is not fufficiently
known, it muft have its page in hiftory ; but let Vol-
taire himfelf fpeak as to the extent and original caufe
of fo bafe a conduét.

During that inundation of Antichgiftian books in
France, government would fometimes, though remifi-
ly, take cognizance of their authors. Voltaire himfelf
had been profecuted, on account of his firft impious
writings. When declared premier chief, he thought
that more caution became his pre-eminence left any le-
gal proof fhould be acquired of his impiety. The bet-
ter to attack, and the more fgcurely to crufh Chrift, he
conceals himfelf under his very banners ; frequenting
his temples, being prefent at his enyfteries, receiving
into his mouth the God he blafphemed : and if annu-
ally at Eafter he received, it was but to blafpheme his .
God more audacioufly. To fo monftrous an accufation,
unconteftible proofs muft be brought.

On the 15th of Jan. 1761, Voltaire fends a perfor-
mance, I know not what, but which the editor of his
works fuppofes to be an epiftle to Mademoifelle Clairon
a famous actrefs in thofe days, to one of his female
adepts, the Countefs of Argental, whom he ftyles his
angel. Beyond a doubt it was a moft fcandalous pro-
dudtion, fince only the chofen of the cleét are favoured
with it, or rather that Voltaire dares fend it to. In
fine, whatever was the fubjed, it was accompanied
with the following letter.

« Will you amufe yourfelf with the perufal of this
¢ fcrap: will you read it to Mademoifelle Clairon ?
¢« None but yourfelf and the Duke de Choifeul are in
¢ pofieflion of it : you will prefently tell me that I grow
¢ very daring and rather wicked in my old age : wick-
¢ ed! No, I turn Minos, I judge the perverfe. But
¢ take care of yourfelf. There are people who do not
¢¢ forgive.—I know it, and I am like them. I am now
¢ fixty-feven years old, I go to the parochial mafs. 1
¢ edify my people. 1 am building a church, I receive
¢¢ communion, and I will be buried there, zounds, in
s¢ fpite of all the hypocrites. I believe in Jefus Chrift
¢ confubftantial with God, in the Virgin Mary mother
¢ of God.—Ye bafe perfecutors what have you to fay
¢¢ to me.—But you have written the Pucelle—No, I
¢ never did.—It is you who are the author of it, it was

# you gave ears to Joan’s palfrey.—I am a good Chrifs

-
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¢ tian, a faithful fervant of the king, a good lord of
¢ the parith and a proper tutor for a daughter. I make
¢ curates and Jefuits tremble. 1 do what I pleafe with'
 my little province as big #s the palm of my hand
¢ (his eftate extended aboyt fix miles ;) I am a man to
¢ difpofe of the Pop# whenever I pleafe.—Well, ye
¢ raggamuffing,” ythat have you to fay to me.—Thefe,
¢ my dear angels, are the anfwers, I would make to
¢s the Fantins, Grifels, Guyons or to the little black
¢ monkey, &c. &c.” :

The female adepts might laugh at the tone and ftyle
of fuch a letter, but will the judicious reader fee it in
-any other light, than as the produ&ion of an infolent
old man, who proud of his protcétions is neverthelefs
determined to impugently lic, and to fet forth the moft
orthodox profeflion of faith, fhould the religious au-
thorsaccufe him of impiety, to combat the laws with
denials or his facrilegious communions ; and the infidel
talks of hypocritesand bafe cowards !

Such odious artifice feems to have thocked the Count
D’ Argeatal himfelf, for on the 16th of January follow-
ing, Voltaire writes to him, ¢ That had he a hundred
¢s thoufand men he knows what ufe he would make of
¢ them ; butasI have them not, [ will receive at Eaf-
& ter, and you may call me bypocrite as much as you pleafe 5
¢ yes by God I will receive the facrament, and that in
¢ company with Mad. Denis and Mademoifelle Cor-
¢ neille, and if you fay much, I will put the Tantum
€< ergo into verfe and that in crofs rhimes.”

It appears that many more of the adepts were aftha-
med of this meannefs in their chief. He at length
thinks himfelf bound to write to D’ Alembert on the fub-
je&, and tells him, 4 I know there are people who fpeak
#¢ ill of my Eafter devotions. .It is a penance I muft
s¢ refign myfelf to, in expiation of my fins.—Yes, I have
¢ received my Eafler communion, and what is more, I pre-
¢ fented in perfon, the hallowed bread ; after this, Icould
¢ boldly defy both Molinifts and Janfenifts.”*

If thefe laft words do not fufficiently declare the mo-
tives of his hypocrify, the following letter, again to
D’Alembert, will do away all doubt. It is only three
days polterior to the laft. ¢ In your opinion, whatare
¢ the fages to do when they are furrounded by fenfelefs
s¢_barbarians ? There are times when one :m;/l imitate

* 25th of April 1768,



o

His pref-

THEL ANTICHRIFTILN CONSPIRACY.

A their diftortions and fpeak their lanpuages;.  Matemar cljs
& peos (let us change our bucklers.) I fine, what P
¢« have done this year,. I kave already done feveral times,
¢t and pleafe God I will do it again.”+ Thisis'the famre
lettor in which he particularly recomwrends that she my/
teries of Mytra fould net be divulged, and concludes re
with this terrible fentence againft Chrilttanity, For the
monfler muff foll pierced by a hundred invincible hands ; yes,
let 3t fall beneath a thoufand repeated blonvs.

‘With this profound diffimulation,} Voltaire combi~
ned all that dark-dealing aétivity, which the oath of
cruthing the God of Chriftianity could fuggeft to the
premier chief of the Antichriftizr Sophifters. Neot
content with his partial atticks, he had recourfe to
whole legions of adepts from the gaft to the weft; he
encouraged them, he prefled and ftimulated: them in. this

fing exhor- Warfare.  Prefent everywhere by his correfpondence, he
tations to would write to one, ¢ Prevail on all the brethren, to
the adepts. ¢¢ purfue the wretchin their difconrfes and in their writings,

N

¢ awithout allowing him one moment's refpite.””  Fo anoth-
er he would fay, ¢ make as much as poffble, the moft pre-
s¢ dent efforts to crufb the wretch.”  Should he obferve
any of the adepts iefs ardent than himfelf, he would ex-
tend his Phillipics to all : « They forget ({ays:he) that the
¢ muoft materiol occupatisn ought to be-to crufls the monfier.”’§
The reader has nog forgotten that monfter, wretch and

it of May 1768. :
If T am to credit men who knew Voltaire in the earlier part
of his literary triumphs, he was then no ftranger to this profound
‘hypocrify. The followingis an anecdote I learned of men who
knew him well. By one of thofe fantaftical chanees, Voltaire
kad a brother, an arrant Janfen:ft, profefling all that aufterity of
manners which that fe& affeCted. The Abbe Arouetheirtoa
‘confiderable fortune would not fee his impious brether, and open-
Iy faid that he would net leave him a halfpenny. Bat his health
‘was weak, and his life could be of no long duration, Voltaire
had net given up all hopes of the inheritance ; he turns Janfenift
and a&@s the devotee ; on afudden he appears in the Janfeniftical
garb, with a large flouched hat, heruas from church to church.
He took care to choofe the fame hoursas the Abbé Arouet, and
there with a deportment as contrite and humble as Peacon Paris
‘himfelf, koeeling in the middle of the churth, or ftanding with
his arms croffed on his breaft, hiseyes caft on the greund, on the
altar or on the Chriftian orator, he would hearkes or pray with
all the compun&ion of the penitent finner reclaimed from his er~
vors, ‘The Abbé believed in his brother’s converfion, exhorted
-Wim to perfevere and died leaving him all his fortene. But the
Janfenift’s cath was all that Voltaire retained of his converfion.
§ See letters to Thiriot, Saurip and Damilaille.
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Chrift or religion, are fynonimous in his mouth, Sa.
tan could not have been more ardent, when, in the war
of hell againft heaven, he fought to ftir up his legions
sgainft the Word ; he could not more urgently exclaim,
we muft triumph over the Word or meanty ferve : fhame
in defeat, could not be exprefled more forcibly by Satan
thanby Voluaire, when he cries out to his adepts, . Such
« is our pofition, that we fball be the execration of mankind,
¢ if (in this war againft Chrift) we bave not the better fort
¢ of people onour fide ; we muft therefore gain them
¢ coft what it will 5 crfb the wretch, Itell you, then
& crufl the wretch.”* ' :

So much zeal had made himthe idol of the party; His correfe
The adepts flocked from all parts to fee him, and went pondence.

away fired with hisrage. Thofe who could notapproach
him, confulted him, laid their doubts before himj
would crave to know whether there really was a God,
if they really had a foul. Voltaire, who knew nothing
of the matter, fmiled at his own power, but always an-
fwered that the God of the Chriftians was to be cruth-
ed. Such were the letters he received every week.t
He wrote himfelf a prodigious number in the fame blaf-
phemous ftyle.  One muft have feen the colle&ion, to
-believe that the heart or hatred of one fingl¢-man could
difXate, or that his hand could pen them, and that
without alluding to his many other blafphemous works.
In his den at Ferney, he would be informed of, and
fee all ; he would even dire& every thing that related to
‘the confpiracy. Kings, princes, dukes, marqnifics,
petty authors or citizens, might write to him, provided
they were but impious. He would anfwer them all,
ftrengthen them, and encourage them in their impiety.
In fine, to his extreme old age, his life was that of a le-
gion of devils, whofe fole and continued obje&, was to
crufh Chrift and overthrow his altar. '
Frederick the Sophifter, @tough on a throne, was
not lefs altive, nor lefs aftonithing for his ativity.
This man, who alone did for his ftates all that a king
could do, and more even than both king and minifters
in moft other countries do, out-ftripped the Sophifters
alfo, in theirAntichriftian deeds. Asachief of the
confpiracy, his part, or folly, was to fee and prote&t
the inferior adepts, if any of them chanced to fall Vic-
tims to what was ealled fanaticifm. When the Abbé

* Let. to D’Alembert, 129. °
1 Yoltaire’s let. to Mad., du Deffant, 22d July 1763,
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Defprades was obliged to fly the cenfures of the Sor~
bonne and the decrees of the parliament, the fophifti-
cal monarch prefents him with a canonicate at Breflaw . *
A hair-brained youth flies the vengeance of the laws,
after having broken the public monuments of religion,
he is received, and the colours of a regiment are entruf~
ted to his hands.t His treafures are exhaufted for his
armies, but not fo for the adepts. In the very height
of war, their penfions, and particularly D’ Alembert’s,
are regularly paid. , -
He was fometimes feen to lay afide the Sophifter,
and think it beneath a monarch to be conneted with a
fet-of blackguards, coxcombs and vifonary fools.t But
thofe were little fallics which the Sophifters eafily over-
looked ; his philofophifm would return, he was one of
their’s again, and his hatred to Chriftianity would once
more engage his whole attention. He would then fpur
on Voltaire himfelf ; he would urge and folicit him
impatiently for new writings, and the more impious the
work, the more he approved of it. Then with Vol-
taire and D’Alembert, he would demean himfelf even
to their artifices ; he would above all admire the hand
that ftruck unfeen, or as he exprefles himfelf, that
method of filliping the awrezch, while loading him with
civilities.§ : B :
. Then afluming the charafter of bafe flattery, he
would ftyle Voltaire the God of Philofophy. ¢ He
s would figure him afcending Olympus, loaded and
« fatiated with glory, the congueror of the awretch, fup-
& ported by the genii of Lucretius and Sophocles, of
s¢ Virgil and Locke, feated on a car beaming with
¢ light, and placed between Newton and Epicurus.”}|
He paid homage to him for the Antichriftian revolution,
which he faw preparing.q Unable to triumph by fo
many titles himfelf, he would acquire that of  being
laborious, and all thofe impious works whether in rhyme
or in profe, and publifhed under his name, arenot the
only produtions of the royal Sophifter. Many are

thofe which he privately uthered into circulation, and

which never could have been thought to be thofe of a
man who had the duties of the throne to fulfil. Such,
for example, that extra&t of Bayle, more-impious than
Bayle himfelf ; he only reje&ts the ufelefs articles, in

" * Voltaire to D’Alembert, 2 and 3. 1 Ibid. 211.
I His Dialogues of the Dead. 16 March 1771.
fl 25th Ngy.‘u.sé. - § Let. 154, 2000 1467,
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erder to condenfe the poifon of the reft. His Ahakia,
and that Difcourfe on the Hiffory { the Church, fo much
extolled as well as its preface, by the abettors of im-
piety. In fine, fuch were his numberlefs produétions,
in which Voltaire finds no other fault but the eternal
repetitions (like his own,) of the fame arguments
againtt religion.*

Hence we fee that it was not enough for Frederick to
forward the canfpiracy by his counfels; to give refuge
to its agents ; but he would al{o, by his conftancy and
application to infeét Europe with his impieties, attain
to the rank of chief. If he was inferior to Voltaire,
it was by his talents, and not from his hatred ; but had
Voltaire been deftitute of the fupport of a Frederick,
he could not have rifen to the height he did. Poflef-
fed of the fecret, he would willingly have initiated all
kings to the myfteries of the confpiracy, and of all, he
was the king who gave it the chicf fupport. His ex-
ample was ftill more powerful than his writings, and it
may be juftly faid that, his reign was that of the fcep-

tered infidel. , o
~ Placed in an humbler fphere, Diderot and D’Alem- Diderots
bert began their miffion, or parts, by a game, which "
well chara@erized their apoftlethip. Both were already
actuated by its zeal, but neither had yet acquired that
reputation which they afterwards gained, more by their
impiety, than by their abilities. The coffee-houfes of
Paris were their firft ftage. There unknown, firft in
one then in another, they would begin an argument on
religious matters, Diderot the affailant and D’ Alembert
the defendant. The objefion was forcible and point-
ed, the energy and tone of Diderot was invincible.

The reply was weak, but made with all the apparent
candour of a Chriftian, who wifhed to maintain the
honor and truth of his religion. The idle Parifians,
who generally reforted to thefe places, would hearken
or admire, and fometimes take a part in the difpute.
Diderot then infifted, refumed and prefled the argu-
ment. D’Alembert in return, owned that the difficulty
appeared unanfwerable, and then withdrew as if afha-
med, and regretting, that neither his divinity, nor his
love for religion, could furnith him with arguments for
its defence. Soon after our two friends would meet to
felicitate each other on the good fuccefs of their fham

* Correfpondence of Voltaire and King of Pruffia, let. 133,
351, 159y &c. &c.
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eondlik, and on the impreffion they had made upon the
croud of ignorant hearers, who-had been completely
duped. They made a frefh appointment 3 the difpute
was taken up again, the hypocritical advocate for reli-
gion, makes a new difplay of his zeal, but fubmits te
the fuperior arguments of Atheifm. At length the
police, informed of their game, attempted to put a ftop
to it : but it was too late; thefe fophiims had fpread
.- through the different focieties, never more to be eradi-
cated. Hence arofe, in great part, that fury which
foon became fafthionable, with all the youth of Paris,
of difputing on matters of faith, and that ftill greater
folly of looking on objeftions as infuperable, which
immediately difappear when in fearch of truth, we feek
to know it, and follow it in fpite of thofe paffions which
militate againft it. It was on this occafion, of the cof-
fec-houfe difputations, that the lieutenant of the police,
upbraiding Diderot with propagating Athei{m, that
madman proudly anfwered, It is true, 1am an Atheift,
and I glory in it. 'Why Sir, replied the minifter, you
would know, were you in my place, that had no God
exifted, it would be neceflary to have invented one.

However much the brain of this Atheift might have
been heated, the fear of the Baftille put a period to his
apoftlethip. The minifter would have been more cor-
rect in his office, had he threatened him with Bedlam.
We refer the reader to the Helvian Letters, where are
recorded his numberlefs titles to a place there.* He
was in reality the boafting madman of the confpiracy.
They wanted a man of this caft, who would utter alt
the abfurd and contradiory impieties which his brain
could invent. Such are thofe ideas with which he #fil-
led his different writings, his pretended Philofophic
Thoughts, his Letter on the Blind, his Code and his Sy/ffem:
of Nature.

This laft work gave great offence to Frederick, whe
even refuted it, for reafons we fhall explain in the An-
timonarchial Confpiracy. And indeed D’Alembert
always kept the authors name a profound fecret. He
would not even own it to Voltaire, though he was as
well acquainted with it as myfelf. Diderot was not
the fole author of this famous fyftem. To build this
chaos of nature, which deftitute of intelligence, had
made man intelligent, he had affociated with two other

* Let. 57 and s8.
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Sophifters, whofe names I will not hazard, for fear of
error, not paying fufficient attention to them to be cer-
tain ; but as to Diderot, I am fure, being previoufly
acquainted with him. It was he who fold the manu-
feript, to be printed out of France, for the fum of one
thoufand livres. I know the taé&t from the man who
paid them and owned it, when he had learned to better
know thofe impious Sophifters.

Notwithftanding all thefe follies, Diderot, was not
the lefs, in Voltaire's eyes, the illufirious philofspher, the
brave Diderot, and one of the moft ufeful knights of the
confpiracy.* The confpirators proclaimed him the
Great Man; they fent him to foreign courts as the
Admirable Man ; and when he had been guilty of fome
notable piece of folly, they were filent, or even dif-
owned him. This was the cafe in particuiar, when at
the court of the Emprefs of Ruffia.

Formerly at all courts, a fool was kept for their
amufement ; fathion had fubftituted a French philofo-
pher, and little had been gained in point of common
fenfe. But the Emprefs Catherine, foon perceived that
much might be loft with refpeét to public tranquillity.
She had fent for Diderot, fhe judged his imagination te
be inexhauflible. 8he clafled him among the moff extraor<

dinary men that ever exiffed+ She was corre&t in her

judgment, for Diderot behaved himfelf in fuch an ex-
traordinary manner, thit her majefty thought it necef-
fary to fend him back to the place he came from. He
comforted himfelf for his difgrace, with the idea that
the Ruflians were not yet ripe for the fublimity of his
philofophy. He fets off for Paris in a bannian, with a
velvet cap on his head. His footman, like a king at
arms preceded, and when they were to pafs through
any town or village, he would cry out to the gazing mul-
titude, it is Diderot the great man that paffes.f Such
- was his equipage from Peterfburg to Paris. There he
was, to fupport the charater of the extraordinary man,
whether writing in his ftudy, or dealing out in divers
companies, his philofophic abfurdities 3 always the bo~
fom friend of D’Alembert, and the admiration of the
other Sophifters. He finifhed his apoftiethip by Ais

* Let. from Voltaire to Diderot, 33th of Dec. 1761, and tg "

Damilaville, 1765, &c.
Catherine to Voltaire, let, 134, anno. 1774.
Feller’s Hiftorical Dictionary. .
Vol, I, .
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Life of Seneca, in which he fees no other differetice be.
tween him and his dog but that of their drefs : and by
his New Philofiphical T houghts, where God is fuppofed
to be the Animal Prototype, and mortals fo many little
particles flowing from this great animal, and fucceffively
metamorphofed into all forts of animals until the end
of time, whence they are all to return to the divime
fubftance, whence they had originally emanated.*
Diderot would madly utter all thofe abfurdities, wh
Voltaite would impioufly affert. None gained credit'R;
is true, but religious truths were enfeebled by thefe af-

fertions wrapped in frothy difcourfe and philofophic

pomp. Men ceafed to believe the Religion of Chrift,
ever reviled in thefe writings, and that was all the So-
phifters aimed at. Hence was the part which Diderot
alted, fo eflential to the confpiracy.

* 'Who can combine this antichriftian zeal, ever boiling
ever emphatic when his imagination is heated, with
that real admiration which he often exprefled for the
Gofpel. The following is an anecdote I had from Mr.
Beauzet, a member of the academy. One day going
to fee Diderot, he found him explaining a chapter of
the Gofpel to his daughter, as ferioufly and with the
concern of the moft Chriftian parent. Mr. Beauzet
exprefled his furprize. ¢ I underftand you, faid Di..
s derot, but in truth where could I find,* or what bet~
¢ ter leflons could I give her ¢

D’Alembert would never have made fuch an avowal.
Though the conftant friend of Diderot we find through«
out their lives, and their philofophic courfe, that fame
difference which marked their firft effays in the apoftle«

_fhip. Diderot fpoke out whatever he thought for the

moment, D’Alembert never but what he wifhed to fay.
I will defy any one to find his real opinion on God ot
on the foul, eifewhere than in his private cotrefpond.
ence with the confpirators. His works have all the
darknefs and cunning of iniquity, but he is the fox that
infe&s and then burrows himfelf. Eafier would it be
to follow the twiftings of the eel, or trace the windings
of the ferpent gliding through the grafs, than the

. tortuous courfe he follows in thofe writings which he

owns.}

. * New Philofophical Thoughts, page 17 and 18. The wholé
is expofed in the Helvian Letters, No. 49. -

1 From the criticifm made of his works in our Helvian Let- °
ters ; the refult is this : D’Alembert will never declare himfelf a
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Nobody was ever more true to Voltaire’s maxim of
firike, but hide your hand. The avowal he makes of his

.

dows to religion, while he is ftxiking to pull it to pieces,*
might difenfe the hiftorfan: fagin feeking thofe nume-
rous, proofs with which the works of this Sophifter
abound. To make himfelf amends for this perpetual
reftraint under which, from his diffimulation, he was
forced himfelf to write, by means of his pupils or in
_their produ&tions he would fpeak more daringly. When
Hie returned them their works, he would artfully infin-
uate an article or plan a preface, but fo much the worfe
for the pupil, if he underwent the punithment incur-
" red by the mafter. Morellet, as yet a youth, though
already a graduate among the divines of the Encyclope-
dia, had juft publifhed his firft eflay in philofophifm.
This was a manual with which Voltaire was enchanted 5
above all he valued the Preface, it was one of the. finef
lafbes ever given by Protagoras. The youth was taken
up and fent to the Baftile. The real Protagoras or
D’Alembert, who had fo well taught him the art of
Zafbing never owned the whip, as may be fuppofed.

fceptic, or whether he knows of the exiftence of a2 God or not.
He wi]j even let you think that he believes in God ; but will be-

in by attacking certain proofs of a Deity ; he will tell you that

rough zeal for the Deity, man muft know how to choofe among
thofe proofs. *He will end by attacking them all, with a yes'on
one obje&, and a 70 a little later on the fame ; he will entan,
the minds of his readers, he will raife doubts in them, and fmile
to fee them fallen without perceiving it, into the very fnare he
had prepared for them. He never tells you to attack religion,
but he will tempt z)ou with a ftand of arms, or place them in
your hands r&dl or combat, (See his Elements of Philgfoph
andour Helvian Letters, No.37.) He will never declaim again
the morality of the church or the commandments of God,
he will te?you that there does not exiff a fingle catechifm on mo-
rality, fitted to the capacities of youth ; and that it isto be hoped
there will at length appear a Philofopher who will confer that
gft (See Elem. of Phil. Ne. 12.) He will not pretend to deny

e fweets of virtue, but he will tell you, ¢ thatall philofophers
¢ would have better known our nature, had they been fatisfied
“ with {imply confining the happinefs of this life to the exemp-
 tion from pain.” Y Preface of the Encyclopedia.) He will
oot offend his reader by oblcene defcriptions, but he will tell
him, Art. HAPPINESS, * Men all agree as to the nature of hap-
¢ pinefs ; they declare it to be the fame as pleafure, or at le
¢ that they are indebted to pleafure for all that is moft delicious
% init.” And thus his young pupil is transformed into an Epi~
curean without knowiog it. A

* Let, to Voltaire, No. 151, .
Letter from D’Alembert to Voltaire, anno. 1760, and of

Voltaire to Thiriot, a6th Jan. 376a.

but”
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On the whole, D’Alembert would have been but of
little ufe to the confpirators, had he confined himfelf
to his pen. In fpite of his quibbling ftyle and of his
epigrams, his talent of wearying his readersfeft them
an antidote. Voltaire, by giving him anothet miffion
fuited his genius better. He had referved to himfelf
the minifters, dukes, princes and kings, and all thofe
fufficiently initiated to forward the confpiracy. But
charged D’Alembert, with the care of training the
young adepts : ¢ Bndeavor,” he writes exprefsly, ¢ en-
¢ deavour on your part, to enlighten youth as much as you
¢ gre able."™*

Never was miffion more adtively, more zealoufly,
nor more ably fulfilled. 1Itis even to be remarked, that
however hidden D’Alembert may have been in all the
other parts he acted in the confpiracy, he was not averfe
to having his zeal in this particular rather obferved.
He was the general prote@or of all young men who
came to Paris poffeffed of any talent. Had they any
fortune of their own, he dazzled them with crowns,
premiums, or even with the academic feats, of which
he abfolutely difpofed, -either as perpetual fecretary, or
as irrefiftible in all thofe petty intrigues wherein he fo
much excelled. The reader has already feen what a
party-firoke it was for the confpirators, to have filled
this tribunal of European Mandarines prefiding over
the empire of letters, with their adepts. But his power
in this extended far beyond Paris. He.writes to Vol-
taire, ¢ I have juft got Helvetius and the Chevalier de
¢ Jeaucourt, admitted into the academy at Berlin.,”

D’Alembert was particularly attentive to fuch of the
adepts as were intended to train others, or to fulfil the
fun&ions of private or public profeflors, or of tutors
in private families ; but particularly in the latter, when:
the pupil, by his rank or wealth, could hereafter be a
protector of the confpirators, or more amply remune-
rate his teacher. This was the true method of imbi-
bing youth with the real principles of the confpiracy,
D’Alembert was perfe@tly aware of its importance,
and judged his means fo well that he fucceeded in
{preading fuch tutors and preceptors, throughout all
the countries of Europe, and deferved the title of the
moft fortunate propagator of philofophifm.

The proofs he cites of their progrefs, will fuffice to
fhow the choice he had made. ¢ There is my dear

* gsth September, 1763,
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<t philofopheaylatéxultingly writes to Voltaire, there
&' 15 swhat was pronounced at Caflel on the 8th of A-
¢« pril, in-prefence of his highnefs the Landgrave of
¢« Hefle Caffel, of fix princes of the empire and of a
¢ moft numerous afiembly by a profefor of biftory which
s« I gave to bis Highnefs the Landgrave” This was a
difcourfe full of the grofleft inveQtives againft the

church and the clergy as obfcure fanatics, ye praters cro- -

Jrered or vnmitred, with or without a cowl ; and fuch was
the ftyle of the profeflor, fuch the proofs adduced by
D’ Alembert of the vi€tories daily gained by his adepts

. over religious ideas, and of the fentiments they inftil

led into their pupils.*
It imported above all to the confpirators to place fuch
tutors about young princes and children hereafter defti-

ned to govern nations. The correfpondence of Vol-

taire and I’ Alembert lays open their intrigues on this
point and what powerful fupport they expeéted from it.

The court of Parma was feeking men worthy of pre-
fiding over the education of the young Infant. In pla.

cing the Abbés de Condilhac and de Leire at the head .

of his inftructors they flattered themfelves with having
fucceeded, as they little thought that thefe two men
were to infpire the young prince with the irreligious
ideas of the Sophifters. The Abbé de Condilhac in
particular, had by no means the reputation of an En-
cyclopedian philofopher. It was even late when they
became fenfible of their error, which could only be
remedied by the total fubverfion of all that thefe two
tutors had done. The whole would have been forefeen,
had they known that Condilhac was the particular friend
of D’Alembert, who always looked up to him as a man
precious to the felf-created philofophers, or had they
known that the choice of thefe two men, was only the
‘effe& of an intrigue in which Voltaire glories, when
he writes te 1D’ Alembert, ¢ It appears to me that the
¢ Parmefan child will be well {urrounded. He will
¢ have a Condilhac and a de Leire. If with all that
¢ he is a bigot, grace muft be powerful indeed.”+

- Thefe withes and artifices of the fe&t were fo well-

handed down, that in fpite of Louis the XVIth’s at-
tachment to religion, they fought to place new Con-
dilhacs abont the heir to the crown ; they fucceeded in

- * Letter 78, anno 177a. :
+ Letter from Voltaite to D’Alembert, No. 77, and from
D’Alembert, No. 351, .-
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difcarding every bithop from the education of the young
Dauphin, they would have willingly excluded all eccle.
fiaftics ;. but defpairing of fo complete a fuccefs, they
fought to make the choice fall on fome clergyman, who,
like Condilhac, would infpire the illuftrious pupil with
all the principles of the Sophifters. I am acquainted
with one of thofe men whom they dared to tamper
with. They offered him the place of tutor to the Dau.
phin, being, as they faid, fure of getting it for him, and
of thereby making his fortune; but on condition that
when he taught the young prince his Catechifm, he
would take care to infinuate, thatall religious do&rine,
aswell asall the myfteries of Chriftianity were only
prejudices and popular errors, which a prince fhould be
informed of, but never credit; and that in his private
leflons he would inftil, as true doltrine, all the erroms
of philofophifm. Fortunately this prieft anfwered, that
he knew not how to facrifice his duty to his fortune ;
more fortunately ftill Louis XVI. was not a man to en-
courage fuch intrigues. - The Duke D’Harcourt, named
to prefide at the education of the Dauphin, took the
advice of fome bifhops, and chofe, to read le€tures on

-religion to his pupil, a clergyman perfectly competent

to the tafk, as he was then {uperior of the College of
LaFleche. Alas! why muft we felicitate this tender
youth on his death though premature. When the So-
phifters of incredulity could not yet flatter themfelves
‘with the fubverfion of the throne of his anceftors, were
they not infufing their poifons to transform him at leaft
into an impious king. And when the throne was over.
turned, would he, more than his young brother, have
efcaped the hands of the Sophifters of rebellion.

Many other adepts, with the fame zeal to enthrone
philofophifm and to prepare the way. for the Antichrifs
tian Revolution, indiversother courts, {thowed the fame
activity. At Peterfburg they had befet the Emprefs }
they had perfuaded her that fome Sophifter, and that
of the firft elafs, ought to be entrufted with the educa-
tion of her fon. D’Alembert was named, and the
Count Schouvallow is ordered by his fovereign to make

-the propofal in her name. D’ Alembert fimply received -
-the offer asaproof that Voltaire had no reafon to be difs

Pleafed with bis miffion, and that philofophy was fenfibly
reaching the throne* "Whatever advantages he might

® Let. 106 and 307, an00 1763. b
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have expe&ted to reap from fuch a commiffion, he pru-
dently declined ; he preferred the petty empire he fway-
ed in Paris, as chiefof the adepts, to the precarious fa-
vor of courts, and of that in particular whofe diftance -
“from the center of the confpiracy, could not have per-
mitted him to a& the fame partin it.

King of the young adepts, he did not confine his
prote&ion to thofe of Paris alone, but to the romoteft
parts of Ruflia would he extend his paternal care ; he
would follow their progrefs, their deftiny, or prote&
them in adverfity. When he found his power infuffi- °
cient, he would have recourfe to Voltaire’s credit ; he
would write, for inftance : ¢ The poor Bertrand is not
s¢ Jucky. He had petitioned fair Kate (the Emprefs of
¢ Rufla) to reftore to liberty five or fix giddy-headed
8¢ Velches. He had conjured her, in the name of phi-
¢¢ lofophy ; he had drawn up, under that facred name,
¢¢ the moft eloquent pleading that from memory of mon~
¢ key was ever made, and Kate pretends not to under-
s¢ ftand it.”* This was as much as to fay to Voltaire,
try in your turn whether you can fucceed better, and
-do for them what you have fo often done for other
adepts whofe misfortunes I have made known to you.

This underftanfting equally fubfifted in all that re- How he
garded the confpiracy ; little fatisfied with pointing out f::'“ Vel-
works that were to be refuted, or with giving the fketch fp;_e B
of fome new impious work, he would alfo be the fpy
over every religious author. It has often been an object
of furprife, to fee Voltaire, fo familiar with the anec-
dotes of the private lives of thofe whofe works he pre-
tended to refute, though generally they are flanderous,
fometimes ridiculous, but always foreign to thequeftion.

He was indebted to D’Alembert for them. Whether
true or falfe, the latter always chofe fuch as could at-
tach .ridicule to the perfon of the authors, knowinf
how well Voltaire could fubftitute ridicule for proof,
or for found argument. Thofe who doubt of this fatt,
may confult D’Alembert’s letters on the Pere Bertier,
or the Abbe Guenée, whom Voltaire, himfelf, could
not but admire, or in thofe concerning Meffrs. le Franc,
Caveirac or Sabbatier, and on many others whom Vol-
taire hardly ever combats, but with the weapons D’A- .
lembert had furnithed him with.

On his fide Voltaire fpared nothing which could raife His petty
the confideration of D’Alembert. He would recom- focicties

and clubs.
* Letter 88, anno 1773,
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mend him to all his friends ; he would introduce hini
into every little fociety, or petty philofophic club, for
thefe were already forming in Paris, to be one day ab-
forbed by the great clubof the Jacobins. Some indeed
would have been ftyled ariftocratical, as they were the
weekly meetings of counts, marquiffes or chevaliers, per-
fonages already too confequential to bend their knee be-
fore the altar of their God. Here wouldthey debate on
prejudices, fuperftition or fanaticifm. They would
fcoff at I. C. and his priefts, or fmile at the fimplicity
of the adoring populace. They alfo thought of fha«
king off the yoke. of religion, leaving indeed, juft what
was neceflary to keep the rabble in awe. The female
adept, the Countefs du Deffant held the chair, and con«
tinued her philofophic education under the pasticular
direCtion of Voltaire, by whefe orders fhe ftudies Ra-
belais, Polymbrock, Hume, the Tale of the Tub, and
fuch like romances.*

D’Alembert was far from being at his eafe in thefe
ariftocratical clubs, he even difliked this female adept.
Voltaire on the contrary, knowing what advantages
were to be drawn from them, wifhed him to belong to
them all, and would introduce him by his letters. His
introdu@ion was lefs difficult: into fome other clubs,
and particularly into that where Mad. Necker prefided,
when fhe had fnatched the fceptre of philofophy from
the hands of all the other adepts of her fex.t

Our two chiefs, mutually helped each other by im-
parting their plans for drawing off the people from
their religion. One, in particular, moft certainly can-

forrebuild- not be omitted in thefe memoirs, it denotes too well,

mg the
temple of
Jerufulen.

the intentions of the confpirators, it thows how far
their views extended. It is true, that it was not the
invention of D’Alembert, but he was aware of the
advantages philofophifm would derive from it; and
however ftrange the plan, he flattered himfelf with the
execution of it. .

It is well known what ftrength the Chriftian religion
draws from the fulfilling of the prophecies, and par-
ticularly from thofe of Daniel and of Chrift himfelf,
on the fate of the Jews and of their temple. Julian

* Lettersof Voltaire to Mad. Deffant, particularly 13th O&,
1789, . . , :
. T See the correfpondence of I’ Alembert, let. 77, and follow-
ing of Voltaire to Mad. Fontaine, $th Feb. 1762, to D*Alem.
bert, No. 31, anno 1770.
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the apoftate, in ‘order to give the lic to Chrift and to
the prophet Daniel, had fought to rebuild the temple.
Itis alfo known that flimes, burfting forth from the
earth, at divers times and devouring the workmen, had
obliged him to defift from the undertaking. D’Alem-
bert was not ignorant of this ac of the divine ven-
geance, having been afcertained by a multitude of eye
witneffes. He had undoubtedly feen it recorded in Am-
mianus Marcellinus 3 an author of unqueftionable au-

thority, for he was a friend of Julian, and a Pagan like |

him. But this did not hinder him from writing to Vol=
taire, “ You probably know, that at this prefent time,
¢ these is at Berlin, one of the circumcifed, who ex=
¢ pecking Mahomet’s paradife, is in the mean time,
% gone to wait on your former difciple, in the name of
¢ the Sultan Muftapha. In writing to that country
¢ the other day, I mentioned, that if the king would
¢ but juft fay a word, it would be a fine opportunity
¢ go have the temple of Jerufalem rebuilt.”*
- That word was not faid by the former difciple, and
D’Alembert gives the following reafon to Voltaire.
« I have no doubt but that we thould have fucceeded
B in our negociation on the re-edification of the tem-
s« ple of the Jews, if your former difciple had not been
% afraid of lofing fome circumcifed worthies, who
& ~wwould have carried away thirty or forty millions with
¢ them.’+ Thus in fpite of all their inclinationto
ive the lie to the God of the Chriftians, even to the

did intereft of the confpirators, was to add a new
proof to his doétrines.

Eighteen years after Voltaire had not given up the
plan, nor loft all hopes of accomplifhing it. Seeing
that D’Alembert had not fucceeded with Frederick, he
endeavoured to prevail with the Emprefs of Rufhia.
He writes to her, « If your Majefty is in a regular cor~
s¢ refpondence with Aly Bey, I implore your protec-
¢« tion with him ; I have a little favor to afk of him, it
¢ js to rebuild the temple of Jerufalem, to recal the
¢ Jews, who will pay him a large tribute, and thereby
¢¢ make a mighty lord of him.”{ , .

Voltaire was nearly eighty when- he ftill perfifted in
this plan, by which he was to prove to the people, that
Chrift and his prophets, were impofters. Frederick

* 18th Dec. 5763. 1 aoth Dec. 1763. 1 6th July 1771,
Vol. L R
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and D’Alembert, were alfo far advanced in, their career,
and the time was not far off, when they were to appear
before that very God whom they had daringly ftyled*
wretch, and againft whom they had never ceafed to
confpire. -

I have now laid before my readers, the means, the
conftancy with which they fought to overturn the altars,
to annihilate the dominion of the faith, to deftroy the .
priefts of that God, and to fubftitute the hatred and ig-
nominy of him whom the Chriftians adore, to his reli-
gion.. Thad promifed not fo much the hiftory, as the
regl demonftration of the confpiracy ; and whether as
to its objedt, its extent, or its means, I have not refor-
ted to herefay or vague report, for proof. My (Prooft
are their own ; the comparifon of their letters, of their
mutual communications, carries convi&tion. My read-
ers may henceforth reconcile this confpiracy, and its
means, with that revolution operated by the Jacobins.
They may already perceive, that the latter, in deftroy-
ing the altars of Chrift, only exetute the plots of the
Sophifters, their fore-runners and mafters.

Woas there a temple to be overthrown, a depredatory
decree againft-the church, to be pafled by the Jacobins,
of which we have not already feen the plan ! Are not
the Marats and the Robefpierres, figured by Voltaire
in his Hercules and Bellerophon ? Or where whole na-
tions are to be cruthed in hatred to Chriftianity, have
we not feen the with formally exprefled by D’ Alembert ?
Every thing teaches us, the hatred of the father gain-
ing ftrengthin the breaft of the fon, and the plots pro-
pagating, that when force fhall coalefce with impiety
they can only generate a race brutal and ferocious.

But this force to be acquired by the confpirators fup-
pofes a fucceflive progrefs.  Before it could throw off
the mafk, it was requifite that the number of the adepts
fhould be augmented, and that the arms of the multi-
tude fhould be fecured to them. I amaboutto thow
their fucceffes under the reign of corruption,-in the
divers orders of fociety, during the lives of the chiefs.
Hence hiftory will hereafter more eafily conceive and
explain what they were during the reign of terror and
devaftation.
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CHAP. XII ,

.

Progrefs of the Confpivacy under Voltaire—~Firft Clafs of
Proteétors.—Crowned Adepts.

OLTAIRE’s grand obje&, as we have feen, was ., ihe
to hurry away that whole clafs of men, ftyled hiftorian

by the confpirators the better fort, and inftil into their muft be
minds his hatred .for Chrift and his religion : to have ‘¢
left his gofpel to none but the rabble, and to them on-
ly,in cafe they could not efface it from their minds.
Under this denomination of better fort, they compre-
hended all who were illuftrious, cither by power, rank
or riches ; and, after them, all people of education or
inftruction and honeft citizens, ranking above what Vol-
taire calls rabble, footmen, cooks, &c. Itis anob-
{ervation worthy the hiftorian, that the Antichriftian
Confpiracy firft makes its progrefs in the moft illuftri-
ous part of this clafs ; among princes, kings, empe-
rors, miniftersand courts; in fine, among thofe who
may be ftyled the Great. -

If a writer dares not utter truths like thefe, let him
throw afide his pen ; he is unworthy of treating fuch
important fubjeis of hiftory. He who has not the
courage to tell kings, that they were the firft to league
in the confpiracy againft Chrift and his religion, and
that it is the fame God who has permitted the confpir-
ators, firft to threaten, fhake and filently undermine
their thrones ; then openly to fcoff at their authority.

. The man, I fay, who dares not hold fuch language 1s
only abandoning the powers of the earth to their fatal
blindnefs. They would continue to hearken to. the im-
pious, to protect impiety, and fupport its dominion, to
let it circulate and fpread from the palace to the city,
from the towns to the country, from the mafter to the
fervant; in fine, from the lords to the people. And
would not fuch crimes call down vengeance from heav-
en? Will not heaven have too numerous crimes to
avenge upon nations, not to curfc them with luxury
and difcord, with ambition and confpiracies, or with
all thofe fcourges which portend the downfall of na~
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tions. Had the monarch alone, throughout his empire,
raifed his head againft his God, who has told us that
the crimes of the chief fhall not be avenged upon his
people.  Once more let the hiftorian be filent, if he
dares not utter the truth. Should he feek the caufes
of a revolution in its agents, he would meet a Necker,
a Brienne, a Philippe D’Orleans, Mirabeaux, and Ro-
befpierres ; a confl:xﬁon in the finances, faltions among
the great, infubordination in the armies, the people
agitated and difquieted, in fine feduced. Will he, for
that, know from whence thefe Neckers, Mirabeaux, or
Robefpierres, have arifen ; whence this confufion in fi-
nance, this fpirit of. fation, this infubordination of the
armies, or the fedu&ion of the divers clafles of the
ftate ? He will have ftized but the laft thread of the
confpiracy. He will have feen enipires in their agony,
but he will have overlooked that flow fever which con«
fumes them, whilft the violence of the fit is referved
to that laft crifis which precedes diflolution. He will
defcribe the calamities which every one has feen, but
will he be the nearer the remedy.  Let the hiftorian se-
veal the fecrets of the mafters of the earth, to ward
from them the confpiracy which fhall fall back upon
them ; and we, what fecrets do we reveal, fecrets pub.
licly printed for thefe ten years paft, in their own core
refpondence with the chief of the confpiracy. Tt is
too late to attack us on that point. Thofe letters were
printed, to the great fcandal of the public, to difcover

- the favor of the impious man with the fovereigns of the

earth ; and when we fhow this prote&ion avenged upon
the fovereigns, it is not their thame we are fecking te
divulge, it is their misfortunes and thofe of their peo-

- ple that we make known ; the remedv then fpontaneoufly

manifefting itfelf, may avert or prevent, much greater
evils. Such a motive is more than an equivalent, to all
that could induce us to be filent.

In the correfpondence of the confpirators there is
more than one letter which depofes againft the Emperor
Jofeph II. with all the poffible evidence of fuch tefti-
mony, that he was initiated and had been admitted into

“all the myfteries of the Antichriftian Confpiracy by

Frederick.

In the firlt of thefe letters, Voltaire announced his
vi€tory in thefe terms : ¢« You have afforded me great
¢¢ pleafure by reducing the infinite to its real value.
¢ But here is a thing far more interefling : Grimm g/~
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¢ fures us, that the Emperor is one of ours. That is lucky,
& for the Dutchefs of Parma, his fifter, is againft us.”*
In another letter, Voltaire exulting in fo important

a conqueft, writes to Frederick, ¢ A Bohemian of
¢¢ great ‘wit and philofophy, called Grimm, has infor-
¢ med me that you had initiated the Emperor into our
¢ holy myfteries.”+ In a third in fine, Voltaire, after
enumerating the princes and princefles-whom he reck-
oned among the adepts, adds thefe words: ¢« You
¢¢ have alfo flattered me with the Emperor’s being in
¢¢ the way of perdition ; that would be a good barveft for
¢ philofophy.”t This alludes to a letter written by Fred.
erick to Vdltaire a few months before, in which he
fays, « I am fetting off for Silefia, and fhall meet
¢¢ the Emperor, who has invited me to his camp in
¢¢ Moravia 3 not to fight as formerly, but to live as
¢¢ good neighbours. He is an amiable prince and full
o of merit. Helikes your works and réads them as much
¢ as be can. He is the very reverfe of being fuperfiitious.
¢¢ In fine, he is an Emperor fuch as Germany has not
¢¢ feen long fince. We neither of us like the ignorant
¢¢ and barbarous, but that is not a reafon for extermi-
¢ nating them.”§ -
. Now that we are acquainted with Frederick’s idea of
a prince, The very reverfe of being fuperflitious and who
veads Voltaire s works as much as be 15 able, his encomiums
are eafily underftood. They truly point-out an Empe-
ror fuch as Germany had not long fince beheld, in fine,

an Emperor as irreligious as Frederick himfelf. Both

the date and laft words, But that is not a reafon for ex-
terminating them, recalls to mind a time when Frederick,
thinking the Sophifters toe daring and hafty, fought
himfelf to reprefs their imprudence, left it might over-
throw the whole political {yftem of governments. It
was not yet time to employ fuperior force or to pafs the
laf# fentence. The war then refolved on between Fred-
erick and Jofeph againft Chrift was not to be a war of
Neros and Dioclefians ; it was to filently undermine.
Such was that which Jofeph waged, as foon as the
death of Maria Terefa left him at liberty to a&t. He
carried it on with hypocrify, for Jofeph, as unbelieving
as Frederick, wifhed to be looked upon as a very reli-
gious prince, and would proteft that the flighteft attack
on Chriftianity was the moft diftant from his ideas.

# .8th of O&. 1769. + No. 162, Nov. 1769.
1 Let. No. 185, 21ft of Nov. 1970, § 18th of Auguft 570,
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During his travels through Europe he continued to ap-
proach the facraments, and perform his Eafter devo-
tions at Vienna and Naples, with that exterior piety,
which could not feem to coincide with the hypocrify of
thofe of Voltaire at Ferney. He carried his difimula-
tion fo far, that in paffing through France, he refufed
to call at Ferney, though very near and expeted there
by Voltaire. Itis even faid, that in turning away he
affeCtedly faid, That be could not bear to fee a man, who,
by calumniating religion had given the fevereft blow to bu-
manity ; what credit is to be given to thefe words, I
will not pretend to decide, but certain it is, that the
philofophers did not the lefs look upon Jofeph as one
of theirs. This flight of Voltaire was foon pardoned ;
they fpread every where, that his admiration had not
diminithed for the premier in impiety ; that he would
have willingly vifited him, but that he had refrained
through regard for his mother, who at the folicitations
of the priefis, had made him promife that he would not fe
bim during his journey*

Notwithftanding his referve and his diffimulation, the
war which Jofeph waged, foon became one of author-
ity and opprefiion, of rapine and violence, and was -
well nigh ending in the extermination of his own fub-
je@s. He began'by the fuppreflion of a large number

“of monafteries ; this we have feen was a leading fea-

ture in Frederick’s plan; he feized on a great part of
the ecclefiaftical property ; fo would Voltiare have done,
when he exclaims, Buz I had rather plunder them ; Jo-
feph I1. tore from their cells and cloifters, even to thofe
Carmelite nuns, whofe extreme poverty could afford
no bait to avarice and whofe angelic fervor left no room
for reform. He was the firft who gave to his age the
public fhow of holy virgins reduced to wander into
diftant countries, even as far as Portugal, to feek an
afylum for their piety. Innovating at pleafure in the
church, he only anticipated that famous conftitution of
the clergy, called civi/ by the Jacobin legiflators, and
which prepared the way to the butchery at the Carmes..
"T'he fovereign pontiff thought it incumbent on him to
leave Rome and pafs into Auftria, and in the capacity
of common father of the faithful, perfonally to repre-
fent to the emperor the laws and rights of the church.
Jofeph II. receives him with refpect, and permits all

* Seenote to the letter of the Count de Touraille, 6th of Aug,
1777, General Correfpondence of Voltaire, N
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that homage and public veneration thould be thown to
Pius VI. which both his virtues and dignity equally
commanded. He did not for that ceafe to continue his
war of oppreflion. He did not expel the bifhops, but

he gave them much trouble; for conftituting himfelf

in fome fort the fuperior of a feminary, he would per-
mit no le€tures to be read but by thofe profeflors he had
chofen, and whofe do&trine like that of Camus tended
only to forward the grand apoftacy ; at length thefe fe-
cret perfecutions and depredations gave rife to murmurs.
The wearied Brabanters revolted. - Since that, we have
feen them call in thofe Jacobins who promifing them
the free exercife of their religion, and more artful than
Jofeph, are now confummating his work. Had they
been lefs tormented by Frederick’s adept in matters of
faith, the Brabanters would have been lefs impatient
under the yoke of Auftria: had they been penetrated
with a greater zeal and affeCtion for the Emperor Jo-
feph, they would have better feconded, and have had
more confidence in the virtues of Francis II. They
- would with greater force have oppofed that invafion
which we have féen extend to the very banks of the
Danube. Should hiftory lay the blame on Jofeph, let
it look back to thatday, when by Frederick, he is in-
itiated into the myfteries of Voltaire. It is the empe-
y¥0r adept, that thall be found guilty of this war of ex-
fermination, which has threatened even to his throne.

In the fequel of this work we fhall fee Jofeph repent-
ing of the war he had waged againft Chrift, when he
beheld philofophifm attacking both himfelf and his
throne. He will then attempt but too laté to repair his
fault. He will falla melancholy vi&im.

Many other fovereigns are mentioned in the corref-
pondence of the confpirators, as having imprudently
engaged in thefe plots. D’Alembert complaining to
Voltaire of the obftacles he fometimes encountered,

and which he terms per/fecutions, from the public author- ..

ities, at length confoles himfelf by adding, ¢ But we
¢ have on our fide, the Emprefs Catherine, the King
¢ of Pruffia, the King of Denmark, the Queen of
¢¢ Sweden and her fon, many princes of the empireand
¢ all England.”* Much about the fame time, Voltaire
writes to the king of Pruffia, ¢ I know not what Muf-
¢ tapha thinks (on the immortality of the foul ;) my

* 238th of Nov. 1770,
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& opinion is, that he does not think at all.  As for the
s Emprefs of Ruffia, the Queen of Sweden, your fifier,
¢ the King fof Poland, and Prince Guflavus fon ot the
¢ Queen of Sweden, I imagine that I know what they
¢ think.”

Voltaire effe@ually knew it. The letters of thefe
fovereigns could not leave him in the dark ; but had we
not thofe letters to adduce in proof, we now fee an
Emperor, an Emprefs, a Queen and four Kings who
had already enlifted under the banners of the confpi-
rators.

In baring to the light this horrid confpiracy, let not
the hiftorian abandon himfelf to falfe declamation nor
draw inferences ftill more deceitful. Let him not pre- -
tend to fay to the people, y®ur kings have fhaken off the
yoke of Chrift, it is but juft, that you thould throw off
that of their dominion ; fuch reafoning would be to
blafpheme Chrift, his do@rines and his examples. The
arm of vengeance is referved to God alone. For the
happinefs of fubje&s, to preferve them from revolutions
and all the horrors of rebellion, he alone can fmite the
apoftate on the throne. Let not the Chriftian apofta.
tize, but let him be fubje@ to his lawful prince. To
join revolt to impiety is not averting the fcourge of

eaven ; that would be only adding anarchy, the moft
terrible of political fcourges; that would not be a bar
againft the Sophifter of impiety, but the confummation
of the confpiracy of the Sophifters of fedition, againft
the throne and all the laws of civil fociety. Such was
the fate of the unfortunate Brabanters when in rebellion
againft the Emperor Jofeph. They pretended to the
right of rejefting their lawful fovereign, and they are
become the prey of Jacobins; they called infurrection
to the aid of religion, and that religion profcribes in-
furre@ion againtt all lawful authority. At the time that
I am now writing, the fulminating reports made to the

- Convention, forbode thofe dreadful decrees which lev-

elling the religious worfhip, the privileges and the
churches of the Brabanters to the ftandard of the French
revolution, fhall punifh them for their error. When
therefore the hiftorian fhall report the names of thofe
fovereigns, who unfortunately were initiared and con-
fpired againft their God, let his intention be to recal
them to their religion, let him not be led away into

1 a1t of Nov. 177a.
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falfe confequences, fo contrary to the peace of nations.

Thea let him infift on the duties which religion im-

pofes on the people; let him teach them what they
* owe to Cexfar and to every public authority.

Among the royal prote€tors all are not to be claffed Catherine
with Voitaire, Frederick or Jofeph. All had tafted of Em"' .
the impious cup of incredulity, but all did not equally ¢ Ruma,
with to imbibe their people with its poifon.

Immenfe was the diftance between Frederick and
this Emprefs, in whom the confpirators placed fo much
confidence. Seduced by the talents and homage of
their premier chief, - Catherine may have been indebted
to him for her firft tafte for literature ; the almoft de-~
voured thofe works, which fhe had miftaken for maf
ter-pieces, whether in hiftory or philofophy, totally ig«
noragt of their bging difguifed folely to forward the
ends of impiety. On the fallacious encomiumsof the
Sophifters, the boldly pronounced, That all the miracles
in the world could never efface the pretended blot of having
bindered the printing of the Encyclopedia.* But we never

- fee her, like Frederick, to obtain the fulfome flattery of
the Sophifters, pay to impiety that degrading court.
Catherine would read their works, Frederick would
circulate them, compofe himfelf and wifhed to fee them
devoured by the people. Frederick would propofe plans
for the deftruion of the Chriftian religion, Catherine
reje&ed all thofe propofed to her by Voltaire. She was
tolerant by nature, Frederick only from neceflity. He
- would have been no longer fo, had. his policy per-
~ mitted him, in following the ditates of his hatred, to

call ina fuperior force to effect the overthrow of Chrif-

tianity.+ :

* Her correfpondence with Voltaire, letter 1, 2, 3 and 8.

+ Thofe who, as men of literature, fhall criticife the correfe
pondence of this Emprefs, will find an_amazing difference be-
tween hers and that of the King of Prufia. The former is that
of a woman of wit, who ofter plays upon Voltaire inthe moft
agreeable manner. With her light ftyle and full of tafte, fhe
never forgets her dignity ; fhe at leaft will not be leen to degrade
herfelf to that grofs dialeét of abufe and blafphemy ; while Fred-
erick irr his, truly the pedantic Sophifter, will be as void of fhame
in his impiety, as he is of digmity in his encomiums. When
Voltaire wrote to Catherine, “ We are three, Diderot, D’Alem-
¢ bert and myfelf, who raile altars to you.” She anfwers,
% Pray leave me, if you pleafe on earth, thereI fhall be more at
¢ hand to receive your letters and thofe of your friends.” Noth-
ing ‘go.fer;e&ly French can be f%und in Frederick’s, we enly have

ol. I.
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Neverthelefs, Catherine is alfo a royal adept, fhe hag
the fecret of Voltaire, fhe applauds the moft famous of
our infidels.* She is even willing to entruft the heir of
her crown into the hands of D’Alembert ; her name
conftanly appears among the prote&ing adepts in the
writings of the Sophifters, nor can the hiftorian hide it.

The claims of Chriftiern VII. King of Denmark, to
the title of adept, are alfo founded on his correfpon-
dence with Voltaire. Among the numerous fervices
rendered by D’ Alembert, I fhould not have omitted the
painshe had taken to prevail on different powers and
great perfonages, to fubfcribe to the ere@ion of a ftatue
in honorof Voltaire. I could have fhewn the Sophif-
ter of Ferney, modeltly prefling D’Alembert to get
thefe fubferiptions, and that in particular from the King
of Pruffia, who hardly waited their fglicitations. glhis
triumph of their chief was too defirable for the confpi-
rators ; Chriftiern VII. eagerly contributed. A firft
letter, with a few compliments, could not conftitute
an adept, but we have Voltaire’s own word for it. He
mentions him, and befides, among thefe compliments
we find one fo much in the ftyle of Frederick, ¢ You
¢ are now occupied in delivering a confiderable num-
¢ ber of men from the yoke of the clergy, the hardeft of all
¢ others, forthe dutiesof fociety are only imprinted in
¢ their heads, and never felt in their bearts. This is well
¢ aworth being revenged of the barbarians.”t Unfortu-
nate monarchs | Such was the language held to Mary
Antoinette, in the days of her profperity, by thofe cor-
ruptors. But in her misfortunes, when fhe witnefled
the loyalty and the fenfibility of thofe Jarbarians, at the
Thuleries, fhe exclaimed, *¢ Oh! how we have been
¢ deceived | We now plainly fee how much the clergy
¢ diftinguifh themfelves among the faithful fubjects of
¢ the king.”t May the king that is led away by, philof-
ophifm never be reduced to the fame experiment ; may

" toregret, that it was addrefledto afet of infidels. Catherine

wrote Voltaire’s own language in perfe& purity, while Freder-
ick cou!d have had little pretenfions to the hero, had he not .
handled his {fword better than his pen.

* 26th Dec. 1773, and No. 134, anrio 1774.

+ Let. to Voltaire, 1770,

I Theard thisanecdotein the midft of the revolution, and fuch
expreflions were neceflary to thew, that fhe was recovered from
thofe prejudices fhe had imbibed againft the clergy, and which
appeared to have redoubled, after the fecond journey which her
brother made to Verfailles. o .
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he learn at leaft from one revolution,. that there is a
yoke more hard and ‘terrible than that of the clergy,
which Voltaire his mafter had taught him tecalumniate.

It is our duty to add, that with regard to this prince,
as well as to many others who were feduced by the So-
phifters, the confpirators had taken advantage of their
youth. At that period of life, the writings of Vol-
taire could eafily make impreflion on men, who for be-
ing kings, were not better verfed than other people, in
what they had not learned, nor were they able to dif-
criminate truth from error, in objeéts where the want
of knowledge is more to be dreaded, than inclination
or the paffions. |

At the time of his journey into France, Chriftiern
‘was but feventeen years of age, and already, to ufe
D’Alembert’s expreffion, he had the courage to fay at
Femtainbleau, that Voltaire bad taught him to think.*
Men of a different way of thinking, about the court of

Lewis XV. wifhed to hinder his young majefty from

learning fill more to think like Voltaire, and from
feeing in Paris, the adepts or moft celebrated of his
difciples. Thefe however, obtained admiffion, and to
judge how well they underftood improving their oppor-
tunity, we need only hear D’ Alembert writing to Vol-
taire, ¢ I had feen that prince at his own apartments,
¢ together with feveral of your friends. He fpoke
¢ much about you, of the fervices your works had ren-
« dered, of the prejudices you kad rooted out, of the ene-
¢ mies your liberty in thinking had made you. You
s¢ eafily guefs what my anf{wers were.”+ DD’Alembert
has a fecond interview, and again writes, ¢ The King
« of Denmark fcarce fpoke to me but of you.—I can
¢ affure you, he had rather have feen you at Paris,
¢ than all the entertainments with which they have
¢« furfeited him.” This converfation had been but of
fhort dyration ; but D’Alembert made amends in a
difcourfe which he pronounced at the academy on phi-
lofophy, in prefence of the young monarch. Nume-
rous were the adepts prefent, and they applauded ; the

outhful monarch joins in the applaufe.t In fine, fuch
is the opinion he carries away of that pretended phi-
lofophy, thanks to D’Alembert’s new leétures, that no
fooner is he informed of a ftatue to be ereéted to the
premier chief of the confpirators, than he fends a very

" * Letter of 12th Nov. 1768. !
+ 6th Dec. 1768. T Let. 17th Dec. 1968.
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bandfsme fubfcription, for which Voltajre acknowledges
himfelf to be indebted to the leflons of the academical
adept.; How much thefe leflons have firice been fore
gotten by Chriftiern VIL I cannot pretend to fay. Suf-
ficient events have taken place fince his Danifh majefty
had learned # think from Voltaire, to have given hima
very different opinion of the fervices that the works
of his mafter have rendered o empires. .
Guftavus  Dimilar artifices were made "ufe of with regard to
nL King Guftavus King of Sweden. That prince alfo came te
of Swe-  Paris, to receive the homage and leflons of the felf-
den. créated philofophy. He was as yet but Prince Royal,
when already extolling him as one whofe prote€tion
was infured to the fet, D’ Alembert writes to Violtaire,
¢ You love REASON AND LIBERTY, my dear brother,
¢ and one can hardly love one without thie other.
¢ Well then, hereis a svorthy republican philefopher that
s¢ I prefent you, who will talk piLosorHy and Lis-
s¢ ErTY withyou. This is Mr. Jennings, chamberlain
¢¢ to the King of Sweden.—He has befides compliments
¢ to pay you from the Queen of Sweden and the Prince
¢ Royal, whoin the North PROTECT that philofophy fo ill
s¢ received by the princes in the South. Mr. Jennings
s will inform you of the progre/s REABON is making in
¢¢ Sweden under thofe happy aufpices.”§

At the time that D’ Alembert was writing this letter,
Ghuftavus, who was f{oon to reftore royalty to the rights
it had loft - long fince in Sweden, was no doubt igno-
rant that thofe great men, which he fo much proteéted,
were philofophers fuperlatively republican. He was equal-
ly ignorant what would one day be for him, the laft

_fruit of this confpiring philofophy, when on his accef-
fion to the throne he writes to their premier chief, ¢« I
'« daily pray the Being of beings, that he may prolong
¢ your days, fo precious-to humanity and fo neceffary
¢ to the progrefs of REASON and TRUE PHILOSOPHY.”§
- The prayer of Guftavus was heard, the days of Vol-
taire were prolonged, but he who was to fuddenly
fhorten the days of Guftavus was born ; he, grafping
the dagger, was foon to fally forth from the occult
fchool of Voltaire. For the inftruétion of kings, let
the hiftorian compare the gradual fteps of this unfor.
tunate prince and thofe of the adept and his affaffin.

l| Letter from Voltaire to D’Alembert, sth Nov. 1770,
§ 19th Jas, 176. 9 10th Jan. 1772,
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VUlrica of Brandenbourg had been initiated into the
myfteries of the Sophifters by Voltaire himfelf.. So far
from rejeting his principles, fhe did not even feel her-
felf outraged at the declaration of a paffion, which he
was daring enough toexprefs.* When Queen of Swe-
den, fhe more than once prefled the Sophiiter to come
and end his days near her perfon.t+ Sheknew no means
of giving a ftronger proof of her ftaunchnefs in the
principles fhe bad received, than during Voltaire’s firft
refidence at Berlin, to make the infant king imbibe
them with his milk. She initiated Guftavus, and with-
ed to be the mother of the Sophifter as well as of the
king ; and indeed we conftantly fee both the mother
and the fon ranking together among the adepts, of whom
the Sophifters thought themfelves the moft fecure.
Such then was the gradation of the unfortunate Gufta-
vus. Voltaire initiated Ulrica, and Ulrica initiates her
fon.

On the other fide, Voltaire initiated Condorcet, and
Condorcet, feated in the clubof the Jacobins, initiated

Ankeftron. A pupil of Voltaire, Ulrica, teaches her -

fon to ridicule the myfteries and fcoff at the altars of
Chrift. Condorcet alfo, a difciple of Voltaire, teaches
Ankeftron to fcoff at the throne and fport with the
lives of kings.

‘When public report announced that Guftavus IIL
was to command in chief the confederate armies againft
the French revolution, Condorcet and Ankeftron were
members of the great club; and the great club refoun-
ded with the cry of, Deliver the earth from kings!
Guftavus was decomed for the firft vi&im, and Anke-
ftron offers himfelf for the firflt executioner. He leaves
Paris, and Guftavus falls beneath his blows.

* The Jacobins had juft celebrated the apotheofis of
Voltaire, they alfo celebrate that of Ankeftron.

Voltaire had raught the Jacobins that zhe fr/t of kings
awas a fuccefsful foldier ; and they teach Ankeftron that
the firft hero was the affaffin of kings ; and they placed
his buft befide that of Brutus.

Kings had fubfcribed to the ereCtion of a ftatue to
Voltaire, the Jacobins ere one to Ankeftron.

* Tt was for this princefs that Voltaire compofed the Madrigal
Souvent un peu de Vérité.

1 Her letters to Voltaire, anno 1743 and 1751,

1 Journal of Fontensi,
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Laftly, Voltaire’s correfpondence fhows Poniatowfki,
King of Poland, to have been of the number of the
prote&ting adepts. ‘That king had known our philofos
phers in Paris, who was one day to fall a vi&tim to
philofophifm ! He had done homage to their chief, and
written to him, ¢ Mr.de Voltaire, every contemporary
¢ of aman like you, that knowshow to read, . who has
¢ travelled, and has not been acquainted with you,
¢ muft feel himfelf unhappy; you might be allowed
¢« to fay, Nations fball pray that kings may read me"*
At this day, when the king has feen men, who, like
himfelf, had read and cried up the works of Voltaire,
attempting in Poland the revolution they had. wrought
in France ; at this day, when vi&im of that revolu-
tion, he has feen his fceptre vanifh from his hand, how
different muft be his prayer? Does he not repent that
nations have known Voltaire, or that kings had ever
read his works'? But thofe days that D’Alembert had
foretold, and which he longed to fee, are at length
come, and that without being forefeen by .the . royal
adepts. When the misfortunes of religion fhall fall
back upon them, let them read the prayer which D’A-
lembere exprefles in his ftyle, often low and ignoble,
to Voltaire, ¢ Your illuftrious and former protector
¢ (the King of Pruffia) began the dance, the King of
¢« Sweden led it on, Catherine imitates them, -and bids
¢ fair to outdo themboth. How I fhould laugh to fee
¢¢ the ftring run off in my time.” And indeed the
ftring has begun to run with a vengeance. Guftavus,
King of Sweden, dies by the dagger: Lewis XVI.
King of France,; on the fcaffold : Lewis the XVIL by
poifon. Poniatowfki is dethroned; the Stadtholder is
driven from his country, and the adepts, difciples of
D’Alembert and his {chool, laugh as he would have
done himfelf, at thofe fovereigns, who protecting the
impious in their confpiracy againft the altar, had not
been able to forefee that the difciples of thofe fame
confpirators would confpire againft their thrones.

Thefe refle€tions anticipate, againft my will, what [
have to unfold in this fecond confpiracy; but fuchis
the union of the Sophifter of impiety with the Sophif-
ter of rebellion, thatit is hard to feparate the progrefs
of one from the ravages of the other. It is theinti-
macy of this union, which has forced us to lay before

* 21ft of February 1767,
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the eyesof the prote&ing monarchs, one of the moft
important leflons that hiftory could produce.

I cannot finifh this chapter without remarking, that
among the kings of the North, in whofe protection the
Sophifters fo often exult, the name of his Britannic
Majefly is not fo much as mentioned. This filence of
the confpirators, is above all the encomiums they could
beftow. Had they fought a king beloved by hisfubjeéts,
and defervedly fo ; had they fought I fay, a king good,
juft, compaffionate, beneficent, jealous of maintain-
ing the liberty of the laws and the happinefs of his em-
pire, then George III. might have been extolled as the
Solomon of the North, he would have been their Mar-
cus Aurelius, or Antoninus. They found him too wife
to coalefce with vile confpirators, who knew no merit
but impiety, and hence the true caufe of their filence.
It is noble for a prince to be nul in their records, whilit,
in this terrible revolution, he has been fo confpicuous
by his a&ivity in ftopping its progrefs, by his greatnefs
-and compaflionate generofity in relieving its victims.

It is alfo a juftice, which the hiftorian owes to the
kings of the South, to fay, that the confpirators, fo
far from ranking them among their adepts, complained
that they had not yet attained to the height of their fo.
phifticated philofophy.

12
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CHAP. XIII.
Of the Adept Princes and Princeffes.

N the fecond clafs of prote&ting adepts, I thall com~
prehend thofe perfons, who, without being on the
throne, enjoy a power over the people, nearly equal to
that of kings, and whofe authority and example, ad~
ding to the means of the confpirators, gave them rea-
fon to hope that they had not {worn in vain, the de-
ftrution of the Chriftian religion.

In this clafs of protefors, Voltaire particularly men-
tions the Landgrave of Hefle Caffel. The care, with
which D’Alembert had chofen the profeffor of hiftory
we have already mentioned, fhows how much the So-
phifter abufed his confidence. He was much impofed
upon when he confided in the philofophy and the lights
of Voltaire 5 he permitted him in fome fort, to dire&t
his ftudies, and it was difficult to fall into the hands ‘of
a more perfidious tutor. A letter, in date of the 25th
Aug. 1766, will fuffice to fhow in what fources the
auguft pupil was direCted tofeck leflons of wifdom.
¢ Your Serene Highnefs has fhown, the corruptor
¢ writes, a defire of feeing fome new productions wor-
¢ thy your attention. There is one which has juft made
¢ its appearance, entitled T be neceffary Colleition. You
¢ will find there, in particular, a work of Lord Bo-
< lingbroke’s, which appears to me one of the moft
« forcible things ever written againft fuperftition. I

"« believe it is to be found at Frankfort ; but I havea

« copy of it fewed, which I will fend to your High-
¢ nefs, if agreeable.” , )

For a prince, who really was defirous of inftru&ion,
what leflons he was to find in this collection ! The
name of Bolingbroke does not fufficiently denote, how
far they intended to pervert his religion ;°but we know
that Voltaire often publithed, under that name, works
far more impious than thofe of the Englith philofopher ;
and that he was the author of feveral of thofe, which
he particularly recommended in that colle&tion.

Left to himfelf for the folution of doubts, nourifhed
by {uch readings, and unfortunately prejudiced againft
thofe who might have folved them, he threw himfelf
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hcadlo:}g into thofe ftudies, which he had miftaken fot
‘thofe of truth, and of the moft tranfcendent philofo-
phy. When he could receive thefe’leflons from Vol.
taire himfelf, the illufion was fo great, that his High=
nefs would flatter himfelf, and really believe that he had
found a means of foaring far above the vulgar. He
would lament the abfence which deprived him of the
leffons of his mafter, and thinking ll:imfclf under real
obligations, he would fay to him, ¢ Ileft Ferney with the
¢ greateft regret.—I am delighted to find you approve
¢ of my way of thinking : I try as much as poflible to
s¢ diveft myfelf of all prejudices, and if in that, I differ
¢ in opinion from the vulgar, it is to my converfation
¢ with you, and to yobr works, that I am folely in-
% debted for it.”* '

~ That he might adduce fome proof of his proficiency
in the fchool of philofophifm, the illuftrious adept was
wont to impart to his mafter, the new difcoveries he
had made, and which he looked upon as unanfwerable
objetions againft the facred writ. ¢ I have been ma-
¢ king, would he write to his hero, for this fome time
« paft, refle@ions on Mofes, and on fome of the hif-
¢ torians of the New Teftament, to me apparently juft ;
¢ might not Mofes be anatural child of Pharoah’s
¢ daughter, whom that princefs caufed to be brought
¢ up ? Itisnot credible that the daughter of a king,
¢ fhould have taken fuch care of an Hebrew child,
¢ whofe nation was fo much abhorred by the Egyp
¢« tians.”+ Voltairecouldeafilyhave folved fuch a doubt,
by making his pupil obferve that he was gratuitoufly
flandering the fair fex, whofe benevolence and tender-
nefs would readily lead them to take compaffion ona
child, expofed tofuch adanger. Many would natural-
ly do what Pharoah’s daughter did, and would precifely
fhow it greater care and attention, was the child expo-
fed to national enmities. Had Voltaire wifhed to give
his illuftrious pupil the rules of found criticifm, he
would have hinted, that to deftroy a fact both fimple

and natural, his Highnefs fuppofed one truly incredible.

A princefs who withes to give her child a brilliant edu.
cation, and begins by expofing it to be drowned, for the
pleafure of going to feek it on the banks of the Nile,

at'a given time. An Egyptian princefs, who, loving .

* .
oth Sept. 1766, + Let. 66, .
Vol, 1. . T
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her child, and knowing how much the Egyptians, hated
the Ifraclites, caufes this child to be fuckled by an If-
raelite, leaves it to believe, that it was born of that
nation, which its mother detefts, and afterwards to
render this child odious to the Egyptians, perfuades them

.. of the fame. A myftery, ftill more fingular, is that

the birth of an infant, whobecame the man, the mofk
tremendous to the Egyptians, has always remained a
fecret. That the whole court of Pharoah, obftinately
believed him to be anIfraelite, and that at a time when,
to have declared Mofes an Egyptian, would have fuf-

ficed to deftroy his power with the Ifraelites aud to have

faved Egypt. Such arguments might have been made
ufe of by Voltaire, to make his Highnefs fenfible of the
impropriety in found criticifm, of combating a fa& both
fimple and natural, by fuppofitions the moft diftant
from probability. But fuch fuppofitions were confonant
with that hatred which Voltaire bore to Mofes and the
Sacred writ ; he was better pleafed to fee his difciples

ignorantly launching into incredulity, than to fhow

them the rules of found criticifm.

Voltaire again applauded his adept, when his High-
nefs pretends that the bdrazen ferpent, ifolated on the
mountain, did not a little refemble the god Efculapius, in
the temple of Epidaurus, holding a ftick in one hand
and a ferpent in the other, with a dog at his fect. That
the cherubims, difplaying their wings over the ark,
were not unlike the [phinx with the woman's head, and
the four claws, body, and tail of a lion. That ths
twelve oxen flanding under the brazen fea, and bearing that
enormous vefltl, twelve cubitsin breadth and five in
height, filled with water for the ablutions of the Ifracl-
ites, bore a ftrong refemblance to the god Apis, or to
the ox elevated on the altar and beholding all Egypt at
its feet.* !

His Highnefs concludes, that Mofes appeared tohave
introduced among the Jews, many ceremonics which
he had taken from the Egyptians.+ The hiftorian will
at leaft remark, -that it would have been ecafy for the

confpirators to have undeceived an adept who fought

only to be inftruéted. While we lament his Highnefs
having been the dupe of fuch mafters, in juftice we are
obliged to fhow how frankly he fought the truth, when
he continues, to Voltaire, ¢« As to what regards the

* Let. 66. 4 Ibid.
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¢ New Teftament, there are ftories in it, which {
s¢ fbould wifb to be better informed of. 1 cannot under-
¢ ftand the maflfacre of the innocents. How could
¢¢ King Herod have ordered all thofe infants to be flain,
¢¢ he not having had the power of life and death, as we
¢¢ {ee in the hiftory of the Paffion, and that it was Pon-
. ¢¢ tius Pilate, governor for the Romans, who condem-

¢¢ ‘ned Jefus Chrift to death.”* :

Had he recurred to the proper fources of hiftory,
had he confulted any other but tEat profeflor of hiftory
which D’Alembert had given him, or any other mafters
than thofe vain Sophifters, this prince, who wifhed for
and deferved better information, would have feen this
flight difficulty vanith from before his eyes. He would
have learned, that Herod of Afcalon, furnamed the

' Great, and who might have been more properly called
the ferocious, he who ordered the maflacre of the In-
mnocents, was king of all Judea and of Jerufalem, and
is not the perfon mentioned in the Paflion. He would,
morcover, have learned that the latter was Herod 4nti-
as, who had only been able to obtain of the Romans
one third part of his father’s dominions, and being fim-
ply Tetrarch of Galilea, he had not the fame power
over the other provinces. Hence there can be little
room for furprife at his not exercifing the power of life
and death in Jerufalem, though we fee Pilate inviting
him to exercife that right, by fending Jefus Chrift be-
fore him, as he had before judged and caufed to be be-
headed St. John the Baptift. .

As to the ferocious Herod of Afcalon, his Highnefs
would have learned, that this prototype of Nero, had
caufed the infants at Bethlehem to be flain, by the fame
power with which he had murdered Ariftobulus and
Hircanus, the one the brother, the other an oftagena-
rian and grand-father to the queen ; by the fame power
did he put to death Marianne his queen and her two
children ; Sohemus his confidant and numbers of his
friends and nobles of his court, who had had the mif-
fortune to difpleafe him. On reading of thefe nume-
rous murders, of fuch unheard-of tyranny, and partic-
ularly when he learned that this Herod of 4fcalon, on
the point of death and fearing left the day of his de-
ceafe fhould prove a day of public rejoicing, had caufed
all the chiefs of the Jews to be fhut up in the Circus,
commading they fhould be maffacred at the moment he

* Letter 66.
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himfelf expired; fuch leCtures, I fay, conld have left
little doubt in the mind of the illuftrious adept, whether
this Herod exercifed the right of life and death, He
then would never have fulpected the Evangelifts of for-
ging a fa&t like that of the maflacre of the innocents,
a fa@ fo recent, that many Jews then living had been
witnefles to it. He would have refleed that impoftors
would not expofe themfclves to be fo eafily difcovered
and that in fo public a manner; and all his obje&ions
againft this maflacre of the innocents, would not have
availed againft his faith in the Gofpel.

But he was nurtured in the fame objettions with his
mafter, he ftudied the facred writ through the fame
medium ; and Voltaire, who had fallen into thoufands
of the groficft errors on thofe facred writings, carefull
avoided referring his difciples to thofe an{wers whic
he had received from the religious writers.* :

Though we blend thefe flight difcuffions with our
memoirs, we will not add to the bitternefs with which
fo many princes, who have been feduced by thefe im-
pious chiefs of the Sophifters, now reproach them-
felves. 'We will not fay to them, ¢ With what ftrange
¢ blindnefs were you fmitten. It was your duty to
s¢ ftudy the facred writings, to learn how to become
s¢ better, and to render your.fubje€ts more happy,
¢¢ and you have debafed yourfelves to entering the lifts
¢t with the confpirators, that like them you may dif-
¢ pute againft Chrift and his prophets. 1f doubts arife
s¢ on religion, why appeal to thofe who have fworn its
s ruin. The day will come when the God of the
¢¢ Chriftians fhall raife doubts on your rights, and will
¢¢ refer your fubje@s to the Jacobins for their folution.
¢¢ They are in your dominions, feated in your palaces
¢ ready to applaud, as Voltaire did, at your objections
¢¢ againft Chrift and his prophets. Anfwer to their
¢ {word, the objeftions they make to your laws.”
Let us forbear thefe refle@ions, let us fimply remark,
as hiftory mult, how very unfortunate thefe princes
muft have been, who feeking inftrution had applied to
men, whofe fole obje& was to make them efficient to
the deftruction of the altar, as the firft ftep towards
the overthrow of their thrones.

In the number of the prote@ing adepts hiftory will

Bronfwick. find itfelf neceffitated to infert the names of many

5 * See the errors of Voltaire in the Letters of fome Portuguefe
ews, , '
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princes, whofc ftates at this prefent moment feel the
{weets of this new philofophy. In the account given
by D’ Alembert to Voltaire of thofe foreign princes who
would not travel through France, without doing hom-
age to the confpiring Sophifters, we fee him extol, the
Duke of Brunfwick as deferving the kindeft welcome, and
particularly fo, when put in competition with the Prince
of Deux Pents, who only prote&s Frerons and fuch like
rabble, that is to fay rcligious authors.} The Jacobin
army at this day proves which of thofe two princes was
moft miftaken in his prote@ion. It will be flill better
feen when in thefe memoirs, we fhall treat of the laft
and deepeft confpiracy of the Jacobins.
To this prince we muft add Louis Eugene Duke of
“'Wirtemberg, and Louis Prince of Wirtemberg: both
equally gloried in the leflons they received from Voltaire.
The former writes to him, ¢ When at Ferney I think
<¢ myfelf a greater philofopher than Socrates himfelf.”}
"The latter, not content with encomiims on the premier
chief, petitions for the moft liceatious and the moft im-
pious work Voltaire had ever penned, I mean the poem
of Joan D’Arc or the Maid of Orleans.
Charles Theodore, Elector Palatine, would one while
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- folicit the impious Sophifter for the fame mafter-piece Theodore,

of obfcenity, or for philofophic leQures ; at another
time he would prefs and conjure him to repair to Man-
heim, that he might there receive his leCtures anew.||

Even thofe adepts who through modefty, fhould have
fhrunk back at the very name of fuch a produion,
even the Princefs Anhalt-Zerbt, fends thanks to the
author, who had been impudent enough to fend her a

refent more worthy the Aretino.§

The hiftorian cannot but remark the eagernefs of
thefe mighty adepts for fo profligate a work. This is
an awful example of what charms depravity of morals
gave to the produQions of the Sophifters ; the empire
of the confpirators will caufe lefs furprife when we re-
fle® how prevalent their fophifms became over the
mind, when they had once tainted and perverted the
heart. This is a refle@tion we reluGantly make, but
it is too appofite to the hiftory of Philofophifm, and to
the caufe gnd progrefs of the Antichriftian Confpiracy,
to be fupprefled. We know the reverence due to great

4+ 23d June, 1766. '1 1ft Pebruary, 1766.
9 Letters of the 1ft May, 1754, and No. 38 anno r76s.
Letters of the Princefs Anhalt-Zerbft, gth and 39th,
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names, but we cannot, on that confideration, hide the
truth. Let thofe look to it, whofe mifcondu& is ex-
pofed to view ; for to conceal it longer would be to be-
tray at once their own intereft, and that of their people,
the fafety of their thrones, and that of the altar.

Her Highnefs Wilhelmina, Margravine of Barieth,
ranking among the protecting adepts, affords to the
hiftorian the opportunity of laying open a new caufe of
the progrefs of the Antichnftian Sophifters, of the
weight they acquired from the vanity of their fchool,
and from their pretenfions to a fuperiority of light above
the vulgar. .

Itis far from being the lot of all men to argue with
equal fuccefs on religious or philofophical topics.
Without being wanting in the refpect due to that pre-
cious half of mankind, we may obferve in general, I
think, that women are not born with a mind fo congen-
ial with philofophy, metaphyfics, or divinity, as men.
Nature has compenfated this want of refearch and
meditation, by the gift of embellithing virtue, by that
fweetnefs and vivacity of {entiment, which often proves
a furer guide than all our reafonings. They do the
good peculiarly allotted to them, better than we do.
Their homes, their children, are their real empires, that
of their leflons lies in the eharm of example, more effi-
cacious than all our fyllogifms. ~ But the philofophie¢
woman, philofophizing like a2 man, is either a prodigy
or a monfter, and the prodigies are not common. The
daughter of Necker, the wife of Roland, as well as
Mefdames du Deffant, D’Efpinafle, Geofrin, and fuch
like Parifian adepts, in fpite of all their pretenfions to
wit, can lay no claim to the exception. ' If the reader
is indignant when he finds the name of the Margravine
of Barietlk on the fame line, let his indignation turn
againft the man who infpired her with fuch pretenfions.
Let an opinion be formed of the mafters, by the tone
fhe afflumed with them to infure their approbation. .
Here is a fpecimen of the ftyle of this illuftrious adept,
aping the principles and the jefts of Voltaire, in order
to captivate his approbation, at the expence of St. Paul.

« Sifter Guillemetta to Brother Voltaire, greeting.
¢¢ 1 received your confoling epiftle. I can fygear by my
s¢ favorite oath, that it has edified me infinitely more
¢ than that of St. Paul to Dame Ele&. The latter

-¢¢ threw me into a certain drowfinefs that had the effe&t

# of opium, and hindered me from perceiving the
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s¢ beauties of it. . Yours had a contrary effet ; it drew
¢ me from-my lethargy, and put all my vital fpirits in
¢ motion again.”* S R ‘
‘We have no knowledge of any;Epiﬁle of St. Paul to
Dame Ele& ; but fifter Guillemetta, like Voltaire, bur-
lefquing what fhe had, aswell as what fhe hadnot
read, means no doubt to fpeak of St. John’s Epiftle to
Ele&ta. This contains no other compliment but that of
an apoftle applauding the piety of a mother, who rears
her children in the way of life, exhorting her to char-
ity, and guarding her againft the difcourfe and fchools
of feducers. Itis rather unfortunate that fuch leffons
fhould have been apium for the illuftrious adept. It is
probable that Voltaire would have found adofe in the
following letter, had it come from any other hand but
that of Sifter Guillemetta. We will however copy it,
as making an epoch in the annals of philofophifm. We
fhall there fee the female adept attempting to give lef-
fons to Voltaire himfelf, anticipating Helvetius by mere
dint of genius, and without perceiving it copying Epi-
curus. Before fhe commences, Sifter Guillemetta af-
fures Voltaire of the friendfhip of the Margrave, and
had carcfully invoked the Genius of Bayle+ One day
fhe thought herfelf infpired with the ' wholeof it, and
immediately writes 2o brother Voltaire, ¢ God, you fay
¢ (inthe Poem of the Law of nature,) has beftowed
¢¢ on all men juftice and confcience to warn them, as he
¢ has given them all what is needful. As God has
« beftowed on man juftice and confcience, thefe two
¢ virtues muft be innate in. man, and become an at-
¢ tribute of his exiftence. Hence it neceflarily fol-
¢ lows, that man muft a& in confequence, and that he
“ cannot be juft or unjuft, or without remorfe, being
 unable to combat an inftin&t annexed to his effence.
s Experience proves the contrary. If juftice was an
¢ attribute of our being, chicane would be banithed.
¢« Your counfellors in parliament would not loofe their
¢ time as they do, in difturbing all France about a mor-
¢ fel of bread given or not. The Jefuits and the Jan-
¢ fenifts, would equally confefs their ignorance in point
¢ of do&trine—Virtue is barely accidental—Averfion
 to pain and love of pleafure, have induced men to
¢¢ become juft—Diforder can beget nothing but pain—
¢ Quiet is the parent of pleafure, I have made the hu-

* 25th Dec. 1755. + 19th July, 1752,
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~ & man heart my particular ftudy, and I draw my con«

s clufions on what has been, from what I fee.”*
There is extant a play intitled, Divinity dwindled ins
to a Diffaff. ‘This létter of her Highnefs the Margra-
vine of Bareith, dwindled into Sifter Guillemetta, may
haps furnith the fame idea, for philefophy. But °
anding over the female Socrates to the Molieres of the
day, the hiftorian will draw from the errors of this fe-
male adept, a more ferious leffon on the progrefs of the
Antichriftian Confpiracy. He will behold 2 new caufe
in the mortif;ying limits of the human intelle®, and
the vanity of its pretenfions, which in certain adepts
feem precifely to expand itfelf, in as .much as nature
had from the weaknefs of their underftanding, feemed
naturally to infinuate modefty and humility. _
Sifter Guillemetta fears for liberty, if it be true that

‘God has given to mana confcience, the neceffary fenfe

of right and wrong. She was then ignorant that man,
with the eyes that God has given him to fee and know
his road, is neverthelefs free to go where he pleafes.
8he has made a particular ftudyof the human heart, and
fhe has not yet learned, that man often fees what is
beft, but will do the worft ! She thinks herfelf in- the
{chool of Socrates, and with Epicurus, fhe only fees the
averfion of pain and the love of pleafure, as the principle
of juftice and virtue. She tell us, in fine, probagly
without even perceiving it, that if chicane is not ban- *
ifhed, it is becaufe our attornies have not a fufficient
averfion to indigence; that if our veftals are notall
chafte, it is becaufe they do not fufficiently: love pleaf-
ure ; and after that, in prefence of her Highnefs, Par-
liaments, Jefuits, Janfenifts, and undoubtedly the

- whole Sorbonne, with the whole faculty of divinity,

Frederick
illiam,
* Prince of
Pruffia.

.

muft confefs their ignorance in point of doirine.

With more genius but lefs confidence in his. own
lights, Frederick William, Prince Royal of Pruffia,
prefents us with quite another fpecies of adept. In-
defatigable in the field of vitory, he dares not anfwer
for himfelf : he knows what he could with to.believe,
but not what he ought to believe ; he fears to lofe him-
felf in reafoning. His foul repeats that he muft be
immortal, he fears her voice mifleads him, and Voltaire
is to decide for him; when in the field of Mars, he
has the confidence and aétivity of ahero; but when he

* ift Nov. ¥759.
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s to refle&t on futurity, he has all the modefty and the
humility of a difciple, almoft the unconcern of afcep-
tic. The authority of his mafter is to fave him the trou~
ble of refearch, and his mafter again is Voltaire.
¢ Since I'have taken the liberty of converfing with you,
¢ he refpefully writes, fuffer me to afk for my own
¢ inftru€tion only, whether asyou advance in years,
¢ you find no alteration to make in your ideas on the
¢ nature of the foul. I don’t like to bewilder myfelf
% in metaphyfical reafonings, but I could with not to
¢ die entirely, and that fuch a genius as yours were not
¢ annihilated.”* o : c
Like a man who can affume every torie, Voltaire an-
fwered, ¢ The King of Pruffia’s family is much in the
‘% right, not to confent to the annihilation of his foul.—
-6¢ It is true that it is not well known what a foul is, as
¢ nobody has ¢ver feen one. All that we know is,
%6 that the eternal Mafter of nature has endowed us with
s the faculty of feeling and knowing virtue, That
¢. this faculty furvives us after our death, is not demon-
¢ ftrated ; but then the contrary is not better proved.
¢ There are none but quacks who are certain, we know
¢ nothing of the firft principless—Doubt is notan a-
¢« greeable ftate, but certainty is a ridiculous one.”t
I know not what effe€t this letter had on the fe-

rene and refpe&ful difciple, but we fee the premier

chief varying his means of power over his princely
adepts, as much as he did over the citizens of Harlem.

When the King, Frederick, wrote to him in fo refclute’

a tone, man once dead there is nothing left ; he takes care
not to rteply, that certainty is a ridiculous flate, that
quacks only are certain. No, Frederick, King of Pruffia,
is always the firft of philofophic kings.f And a weck
after, ¥Frederick, Prince Royal, only wifhesto be con-
firmed on the immortality of his foul, then it is, that
notwithftanding all the troubles and difguietudes of fcep-
ticifm, the doubts of the fceptic is the only rational
ftate for the true philofopher. Such a ftate will fuffice,
as he then beholds his adepts ne longer belonging to the
religion of Chrift, and that is fufficient for his plans.
He will lead the king materialift, and refolute in his
opinions, notwithftanding his own irrefolution and un-
certainty, by encomiums and admiration. He leaves

* yath Nov. 1770. + 28th Nov. 1470,
1 See their letters, ;oth O&I.}md 21ft Nov. 1770,

. L
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Eugene of Wirtemberg in aftonithment at the mafter
he coincides with in opinion. Wilhelmina of Bareith,
more daring than her mafter, is permitted to argue.
He cuts fhort, and threatens with ridicule and quacke-
ry, the humble -adept who fecks to reclaim and allay
tle ireof his mafter. To onche di€tates his principles ;
to another he perempterily declares that man is con-
demned to the totalignorance of the firf principles. He
is not the lefs the idol of the aftonifhed princes. He
does not the lefs transform them into the protetors of
his fchool-and of the confpirators ; and fuch is the fuc.
cefs with which he flatters himfelf, that writing to his
dear Count D’Argental, he fays, ¢ At prefent there is
¢ not a German prince who is not a philofopher.”*—
That is to fay, the philofophift of impiety ! There are
certainly exceptions to be made from fuch an affertion,
but it will prove at leaft how much thefe abettors of im-

piety flattered themfelves with the progrefs they were

making among fovereigns and princes,—and to whom
impiety was one day to prove fo fatal ! '

* 26th Sept. 1766.
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CHAP. XIV.
H#ird Clafs of protecting Adept;.-;Mingﬂer:, Noblemen
and Magifirates. :

forms of a true confpiracy; and it was in France

o, that it had made its greateft ravages among the
rich and powerful. It had not gained the throne of
Bourbon as it had many of the northern thrones, but
it would be vain for hiftory to diffimulate, that Lewis
XV. without being of the confpiracy, powerfully help-
ed the Antichriftian confpirators. He never had the
misfortune of lofing his faith, he even loved religion ;
but during the laft thirty-five years of hislife, he fo
little praltifed it, the diffolutenefs of his morals and
public triumph of his courtezans anfwered fo little to the
title of his Moft Chriftian Majefty, that he might near-
ly as well have been a difciple of Mahomet.

Sovereigns are not fufficiently aware of the evils they
draw on themfelves by {fwerving from morality. Some
have fupported religion only as a curb'on their fubjects 3
but woe be to him who only views it in that light. In
vain fhall they preferve its tenets in their hearts, it is
their example that muft uphold it. Next to the exam-
ple of the clergy, that of kings is the moft neceflary to
reftrain the people. When religion is ufed only as a
policy, the vileft of the populace will foon perceive it ;
they will look upon it as a weapon ufed againft them,
and fooner or later they will break it, and your power
vanithes. If without morals you pretend to religion,
the people will alfo think themfelves religious in their
profligacy ; and how often has it been repeated, that
laws without morals are but a mere phantom. But the
day will come when the people, thinking themfelves
more confequential, will throw afide both morals and
tenets, and then where fhall be your curb.

Such were the difcourfes often held by the Chriftian

IT was in France that philofophi{m had taken all the
al
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orators in prefence of Lewis XV. He without morals -

was foon furrounded by minifters deftitute of faith,
- who could have feldomer deceived him, had his love for
religion been ftimulated by praétice. After the death
of the Cardinal de Fleury fome are to be found, the
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Marechal de Belleifle and Mr. de Bertin for example,
who are not to be confounded in that clafs of adepts ;
but then we fucceffively find near his perfon Mr. Ame-
lot in the foreign department, Mr. D’Argenfon in the
fame; the Duke de Choifeul, de Praflin and Mr. de
Malefherbes, alfo the Marquife de Pompadour as long
as the lived, and all thefe were initiated and intimately -
conneéted with Voltiare and his confpiracy. We have -
feen him make application to Me Amelot on the de-
ftruétion of the clergy. This minifter had fufficient
confidence in Voltaire to. intruft him with a fecret and
important miffion to the King of Pruffia, and Voltaire
in return, does not conceal from him the. ufe he had
made of his miffion againft the church. He confided
no lefs in that Duke de Praflin, to whom he had fent his
memorial on the tythes, in hopes of depriving the clergy .
of the greateft part of their fuftenance.* This confi«
dence from the premier chief fufficiently denotes the
fentiments of thofe men to whom he fent his plans for
execution. :
A minifter whofe affiduity in correfponding with
Voltaire, indicates more clearly their perfe&t coineid-
ence with each other, was the Marquis D’Argenfon,
whom we have already notieed, tracing the plan for the
deftruttion of the religious orders. It was he who firft
roteted Voltaire at court and with the Marquife de
%ompadour; he was alfo one of the moft impious of
his difciples, and to him it is, that Voltaire writes con-
ftantly, asto oneof the adepts with whom he was moft
intimate. If any thing, he appears more refolute in
his antireligious opinions than his mafter, his philofo-
phifm coincided more with that of the King of Pruf-
fia's, for he was alfo convinced that he was not two-
fold, and thathe had nothing to fear or hope for, when
once his body fhould reft in eternal fleep.+
More zealous and more ative than the Marquis
D’Argenfon for the reign of impiety, the Duke de
Choifeul better knew and more powerfully feconded the
fecrets of Voltaire. We have already feen him extol-
ling this great prote€tor in his quarrels with: the Sor-
bonne ; we have already feen why this duke, adopting
and preffing the execution of D’ Argenfon’s plans againft
the religious orders, began by that of the Jefuits. It

* Letter to Count D’Argental, anno x764. .
1 See in the General Correfpondence, the letters of Mr.

" D’Argenfon,
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would be ufelefs to infift on this minifter, his impiety
is too well authenticated, and left he might be miftaken
for a Chriftian, he wifhed to refufe’ himfelf Chriftian
barial, and to be buried, far from any religious monu-
ment, in the midft of his park where his cattle fed.

‘Thus did this feries of Antichriftian minifters, each Malether.
.partially anticipate the Jacobins in the overthrow of bes before
the altar. It was to the man, who was one day to fee the revolu-
that very revolution in all its horrors, and at length fall
a vi&tim to it, that thefe impious chiefs pay their great-
eft homagd, it was to him they were chiefly indebted.

And this proteétor of the confpiracy againft his God,
was Malefherbes ; this name, I am aware, will recal to
mind many moral virtues, it will recal his benevolence
when alleviating the rigor of the prifons, when reme-
dying the abufe of the Lettres de Cachet ; but France
fhall, neverthelefs, demand of him her temples in ruin
for it was he who above all other minifters abufed his
authority to eftablith the reign of impiety in France.
D’ Alembert, who knew him well, always vouches for
his relu®tantly executing the fuperior orders iflued in
favor of religion, and for his favoring philofophifm
whenever circumftances would permit; and unfortu-
nately he knew but too well how to avail himfelf of
circumftances. By his office he particularly prefided
over the laws relative to the prefs, but with a fingle
word he effaced all diftin&tions in books, whether im-

ious, religious or feditious, he declared them all to
ge a mere objel? of commerece.

Let politicians of other nations argue on that obje&t Libertyof
in confequence of what experience has taught them in the prefs -
their own countries; but it is an incontrovertible fat, dangerous
that France owes the misfortunes of the revolution to i® France.
the great abufe of the prefs, and to that real inunda-
tion of bad books at firft only impious, but latterly
both impious and feditious. There are alfo many rea-
fons peculiar to France which rendered the abufe of -
the prefs more fatal than clfewhere.

Without pretending to raife the merit of the French
writers, it may be obferved, and I have often heard
foreigners repeat it, that there is a certain clearnefs,
procefs and method peculiar to them, which by putting
our French books more within the reach of the com-
monality of readers, makes them in fome fort more

- popular and thence more dangerous when bad.

-



580

THE ANTICHRISTIAN CONSPIRACY.

Our frivoloufnefs may be a failing, but that faili
made a book more fought for in France, than woul
the profoundeft meditations of an Englithman. Nei-
ther truth nor error could pleafe a Frenchman when
latent, he likes to fee clearly; epigram, farcafm, in
fine all what may be called wit, is what he delightsin.
Even blafphemy, elegantly fpoken, will not difpleafe a
nation, unhappily gifted with the talent of laughing on
the moft ferious fubjeéts, and whe will pardon every
failing in him who can divert them. It was to this un-

fortunate tafte that the impious writings of Voltaire

owed their chief fuccefs. .
‘Whatever may be the reafon, the Englith alfo have

their books againft the Chriftian religion; they have |

their Collins, their Hobbes, their Woolftons, and many
others, where in {ubftance is to be found, all that our
French Sophifters have only repeated after their way,
that is to fay, with that art which adapts every thing to
the moft vulgar minds. In England Hobbes and Col-
lins'are almoft forgotten or unknown. Bolingbroke,
and other authors of the fame clafs, are little read,
though of greater merit as literary men, by a people
who knows how to occupy itfelf with other things.
In France, from the idle marquis or countefs unto the
attorney’s clerk, or even to the petty citizen, who had
far other occupations, thefe impious productions, and
particularly Voltaire’s were not only read, but each

would have his opinion and criticife every new publica-.

tion of the fort. The French, in general, were great
readers, and every citizen would have his library. Thus
in Paris 2 bookfeller was fure of felling as many copies
of the moft pitiful performance, as are generally fold
in London of a work of no fmall merit.

In France an author was as paffionately cried up as a
fathion ; the Englithman, who deigns to read his work,
pafles judgment on it and remains unconcerned. Can
this arife from good fenfe or indifference, or may it not
be a mixture of both. Notwithftanding all the bene-
factions received from the Englith, I will not pro-
nounce ; neither flattery nor criticifm is within my
fphere ; but an undoubted fa&, and which ought to
have taught Malefherbes, is that in France, ftill lefs

than elfewhere, a book either impious or feditious never

could be looked upon as a mere article of commerce.

“The greater. readers, arguers, and the more volatile the

French people were, the more the minifter fuperintend.
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ing the prefs, fhould have enforced the laws ematted to
‘xeprefs the licentioufnefs of .it, which, on the contrary,
be favored with all his power. His condemnation is
recorded in the encomiums. of the confpirators, it was
he, they faid, who broke the foackles of literature® .

In vain would it be objeed that the minifter left the
fame liberty to the religious writers. In the firft place,
that was not always true, it was much againft his will
that:he fuffered works, refuting the Sophifters, to ap-
pear ;1 and what a minifter allows with reluétance, he '
finds abundant means of preventing. Could a minifter
be innocent, when letting a poifon infufe itfelf through-

. out the public, under pretext that he did not forbid the
fale of the antidote ! Moreover, however well written
a religious work may be, it has not the paffions to fec-
ond it; much more talent is required to make fuch a
performance palatable, Any fool may attra& the peo-
ple to the theatre, but the eloquence of a Chryfoftom is
necefary to tear them from it. With equal talent,. he
who pleads for licence and impiety, will carry more
weight than the moft eloquent orator, who- vindicates
the rights of virtue and morality. The religious apol-
ogift requires a ferious and an attentive reading, witha
ftedfaft defire of finding the truth, and fuch a ftudy
fatigues, ‘whereas, depravity requires none ; in a word,
it is far. more eafy to irritate, and throw the peopleinto
revolt, than to appeafe them, when once put in motion.

At length Malefherbes, fecing the revolution con-
fummated in the death of Lewis XVI. gave figns of a bes during
tardy repentance. His zeal, in that moment did not the revolus
hinder men, who had deeply felt his fault, from ex- o™
claiming, ¢ Officious defender, ceafe to plead for that
¢ king you yourfelf betrayed, it is too late. Ceafe to
¢« accufe that legion of regicides, who demand his
¢« head ; Robefpierre is not his firft executioner ; it
¢ was you that long fince prepared his fcaffold, when
« you fuffered thofe impious works, that called the
¢« people to the deftruétion of the altar and of the
« throne, to be openly fold and difplayed in the porti- -
¢ cos of his palace., That unfortunate prince confided
¢ in you, he had imparted his authority to you, to re-
¢ prefs the impious and feditious writers, and you per-
¢« mitted the people to inhale blafphemy and hatred of |
¢ kings, from a Raynal, an Helvetius or a Diderot,

* Voltaire to D’Alembert, No. 128. -
+ 1bid, Jet. 22 and 24.
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¢ and you pretexted commerce. If then, to-day, this
s¢ people, in the frantic crifis of thofe poifons you have
¢¢ circulated in their veins, call aloud for the head of
¢¢ Lewis XVI. Itis too late to make a parade of his
¢ defence, or to criminate the Jacobins.” .
- "Men' of meditation and refle&tion, had long fince
forefeen the reproach that hiftory would one day make

- to Malefherbes. They never pafled the galleries of the

Louvre, without exclaiming .in the bitternefs of their
fouls, Unfortunate Lewis XVI! It is thus that you are

Jold at the gates of your own palace ! ,

Malefherbes, at length, leaving. the miniftry over.
powered by the reclamations of the friends of religion,
his fucceffors undertook or pretended to undertake, to
enforce the former laws.  But prefently, under the title
of Fables, the Sophifters fought to fpread their poifon
anew,and charmed with their {fuccefs D’ Alembert writes
to Voltaire, « The luck of it is, that thefe fables, far
s¢. fuperior to Efop’s, are fold here (at Paris) prett:
« freely. I begin to think the trade (of book{elling)
#¢ will have Joft nothing by the retreat of Mr. de Male-
« fherbes.”* Itin truth loft fo little, that the writers
in defence of the altar and the throne, were the only
ones thwarted in their publications.¢ Ce

Meanwhile the confpirators carefully calculated their
fuccefles with miniftry. At the period when Lewis
XVI. afcended the throne, they were already fuch,
that Voltaire, writing to Frederick, exprefles his hopes
in the following terms: ¢ I know mnot whether our
¢ young king will walk in your footftéps, but I know
¢¢ that he has taken philofiphers for bis miniflers, ally

* Let. 121. ' :

+ We know of feveral excellent works which never could
gain admiffien into France. Such was the cafe with Feller’s Pui-
1LosoPHrCcAL CATECHISM, becaufe it centains an excellent re-
futation of the {yftems of the day. We are acquainted with fev-
eral authors, and we might cite ourfelves, to whom greater fe-
verity was fhown, than the law could countenance, whilft it was
openly tranfgrefled in favor of the confpirators. Mr. Lourdet,
of the Roval College, the cenfor of our Helvian letters, need
all his refolution and firmnefs to maingain his prerogative- an
ours, by publithing that work which the Sophifters would fain
have fupprefled, and that before the firft volume was half priated.
The fame cenfor reclaimed in vain the power of the laws, to ftop
the publication of Raynald’s works. That feditious writer had
daringl}y prefented his pretended Puirosornrc Hrstory to
the cenfure, andinftead of the prebate, he receivedthe reproach-
esof juftindigration. In fpite of cenfure or laws, .his work ap-
peared the next day, and was expofed for public fale.
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t except oné; who is unfortundtely a bigot. - There is’
% Mr.Turgot, who is worthy of .your Majefty’s conver-
% fation.- The priefts are in defpair. THIs 15 THE
¥ COMMENCEMENT OF A GREAT REVOLUTION.”*

" Voltaire, in this, is corre& to the full extent.of the
term. 1 remeinber, in thofe days, to have feen vener
rable écclefiaftics bewailing the ‘death of Lewis XV,
while all France and myfelf among others, were in ex~
peQation of better :days. They would fay, the king
we lofe, truly had many failings, but he-that fucceeds s
wvery-young, and has many dangerstoencounter. They
forefaw that fame revolution which Voltaire foretels Yo
“Frederick; and they fhed tears over it, in the bitternefs
of their hearts. But let not the hiftorian blame the
young princeé for the unhappy choice in which Voltaire
fo much exults. Lewis XVI. to fucceed the better in
this choice, had done all that diffidence in his own abil-
dties, or that the love of his fubje&ts or of religion could
fuggeft. - This ~weifee by the deference he' paid-torthe
daft advice he received-from his father, from that Dau-

hin whéfe virtues had long: .been the admiration of
Frarice,” "and' whofe death plidged it into' uriver{al
Mourning.. This- is.again 'to be..feen in the eagernefs
awith which Lewis XVI. called to the miniftry that man;
.whoin Voltaire’s ftyle, wasunfortunatelyabigot. This
was the Marefchal-De Muy. When the hiftorian fhali
difcaver the thronefurrounded by fo many perfidious
agents of its.authority, let him remember to avenge piety
-and Chriftianfervor, courage and fidelity, in fine'all the
viftues of a true citizen, when he fhall treat of the
memory of this Marefchal. Mr..de Muy had been the
companion and bofom friend of the Dauphin, father
of Lewis:XVI, and fuch a friendfhip is more than an
equivalent-for the fcurrilous abufe of Voltaire. The
Marefchal-de Saxe, was foliciting for one, whom he
proteéted; the:place of companion (menin) to the young
prince. On being told that it was inténided for Mr. de
Muy, he replied, I will not'do Mr. Le Dauphin the ine
Jury of depriving bim of the company of fo virtusus a man
as the Chevaliesr de 'Muy, and who may, boreqﬂer, be of
great fervice to France. Let pofterity appreciate fuch a.
comn:endation, and could the Sophifter but hear and
blufh! I

* Letter of 3d Auguft, 1775.
VoL . .. ... . W
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- Mr. de Muy, was the man who bore the greateft re.
femblance to the Dauphin, who loved him. In him
wete to be found the fame  regularity and amenity of
manners, the fame bencficence, the fame difintercfted
zeal for religion and the public welfare. It was through
his means that the prince, unable vifit the provinces in
perfon, was acquainted with the misfortunes and griev-
ances of the people ; he fent him to examine their fit-
wations, and they were occupied together in feeking
thofe remedies .which the prince’s premature death,
alas | hindered from being carried into execution.
‘When, during the war, Mr. d¢ Muy was called upon
to give proofs of his fidelity in the viCtorious ficlds of
‘Crevelt and Warbourg, the Dauphin would daily offer
the following prayer for his fafety : « My God, may
< thy fword defend, maythy fhicld protect the Count
# Felix de Muy, to the end, that if ever thou makeft
* me bear the heavy burthen of a crown, he may fup-
¢ port me by his virtue, his counfels and his example.”

- 'When the God of vengeance ftruck France with it
‘Arft feowrge, when the hand of death had mortally
firuck the Dauphin, Mr. de Muy by his bedfide, bath-
ed in. the tears of friendthip, hears the prince, in 8
voice that could rend the heart afunder, pronounce thefs
laft words: « Do not abandon 'yourfelf to’forrow.

_ ¢ Preferve yourfelf, . to ferve my .children. Your

¢ knowledge, your virtues will be ‘neceflary to them.
& Be for them, what you would have been for me.
¢ Beftow on my memory, that matk of kindnefs ; but
& above all, let not their youth, during which God
¢ grant them his prote&ion, keep you ata diftance
¢ from them.” : B : -
Lewis XVI. afcending the throne, recalted thefe
words te Mr. de. Muy, conjuring him to accept of the
miniftry. Though he had refufed it in the preceding
reign, he could not withftand the entreaties of the for
of his departed friend. Ina court univerfally affaulted
by impiety, he taught it that the Chriftian hero would,
in no fituation, be afhamed of his God. ‘
‘When he commanded in Flanders, he had the hor
or of receiving the Duke of Gloucefter, brother to the

King of England, ata time whenthe Casholic church

commands abftinence from mheat. True to his dutys
he condulted the Duke to his table, faying, ¢ My re-

© # ligion is frictly obferved in my houfe ; had I ever
s¢ the misfortune to infringe that law, I fhould mor¢
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& carefully obferve it, on a day when I have fo illuftrie
€ ous a prince, fora witnefs and cenfor of my condué&.
¢ The Englith puntually follow their religion ; out of
¢ refpe& for your Royal Highnefs, I wnﬁ not exhibit
® the fcandal of a loofe Catholic, who could dare
¢ violate his, in your prefence.”
If fo much religion, in the eyes of philofophifm, is

only unfortunately being a bigot, let it look to the thou-

fands of unhappy creatures that religion relicved, by

the hands of Mr. de Muy. Let it beiold the foldiery,

rather led by his example than by the laws of courage

and difcipline. Letit learn; that the province in which"

he commanded, ftill gratefully remembers and blefs their

former governor, in {pite of the revolution, which

feems to have tinged the human miad with the black hue

of ingratitade.*

One of the great misfortuncs of Lewis XVI. was to

lofe this virtuous minifter atan early period. Maurepas Maurcpas.
was by no means the proper perfon to replace him in

the confidence of the young king. His father even,

who mentioned him in his will, had been mifled by the

averfion this former minifter had fhown to the Marquife

de Pompadour, and his long exile had not wrought the

change in him, which the Dauphin had fuppofed. The
attention, however, which the young prince paid to the
counfels of his father thow how ardently he withed to
furround himfelf with minifters feconding his views,

for the good of the people. He could have made a bet~

ter choice, had he known what had mifled the Dau-

phin. Maurepas was now old and decrepid, but had

all the vices of youth. Voltaire transforms him into a
philofopher, and he coalefced with the fe&t through lev-

ity and indolence. He belicved in nothing ; he was

without hatred againft the altar, as without affeCtion for

the Sophifters. He would with equal indifference, wit~

tily lath a bithop or D’Alembert. He found D’Argen-
- fon’s plan for the deftru@ion of the religious orders, and

he followedit. He would have foon fet afide the im«

pious minifter, had he known him that would confpire

againft the religion of the ftate. An enemy to all con=

vulfions, and without any fixed principles on Chriftian-

ity, he thought it at leaft impolitic to attempt its de=

firuétion. He certainly was not onc of thofe men ca-

* See Mr. Le Tourneur de Treffel, on this Marefchal, alfo
Feller’s Hift. Did. .
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e of ftopping arevolution, buthe did not forward it.

e rather let others do the harm, than he did it him-
felf ; but unfortunately that harm which he let others:
do, wasgreat. Under his adminiftration philofophifm
made a terrible progrefs. Nothing proves it better than
the choice of that Turgot, whole nomination is cele-
brated by Voltaire as the beginning of a great revolution.

- The philanthropy of this man has beenmuch extolled,
but it was that of a hypocrite, as the reader will be con-
vinced of, by the following letter from 1)’ Alembert to-
Voltaire : ¢ You will foon receive another vifit, which
¢ I announce to you. . It is that of Mr. de Turgot, a
¢« mafter of Requefts, full of philofophy, a man of
¢ ~great parts and learning, agreat friend of mine,. and
«¢.who wifhes to fee you in luck. Ifay luck for proprer:
€ metum j‘udmrum (for fear of the Jews;) we muft
« not brag of it too much, nor you neither.”*

If at firft fight the fignification ‘of the fear of the
Jews is not underftood, D’Alembert will explain itina -
{econd portrait of his friend : ¢ This Turgot, he writes,
* is a man of wit, great inftruction and very virtuous s
« in a word, he is a worthy Cacouac, but has good rea-
# fons for not thowing ittoo much, for I have learned
¢« to my coft, that the Cacouaquery (philofophifm) is not
¢¢ theroad to fortune, and he deferves to make his.”

+ Voltaire had an interview with Turgot, and formed
fo true a judgment of him, that he anfwers, ¢ If you
¢ have many licentiates of that ftamp in your feét; I
« fear for the wretch, fbeis loft. to good company.”f -

" To every man who underftands the encomiums of
Voltaire or D’ Alembert, this is as much as to fay, Tur-:
got.is a fecret adept, he is an ambitious hypocrite and-
will at once be a traitor to his God, his king and his
country : but' with us, we call him virtuous; he is a
eonfpirator of the true ftamp, neceffary to compafs the
overthrow of Chriftianity. Had Voltaire or D’Alem-
bert fpoken of an ecclefiaftic, or a religious writer who
had only the virtues of a Turgot, what a monfter we.
fhould hawe feen arife from his pen. Let the impartial
hiftorian examine, and lay afide thefe ufurped reputa-
tions of virtue, let him fay with truth, that Turgot,
rich and above the tommon run of citizens, and fill
aiming at dignities and further fortune, cannot be cal-
led a real philofopher. Turgot being the adept of the

* Letter 64, 2000 1960. 1 Letter 76. 1 Letter 97.
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confpiring Sophifters and a mafter of requefts, is al-
ready perjured. He will be far more fo when he ar-
rives at the miniftry. For by the ftanding laws of the
ftate, he could only enjoy thefe dignities, by affirming
both by himfelf and others, his fidelity to the king, to
religion and to the ftate. He had already betrayed re-
ligion and the ftate, he will foon betray his king. He.
belonged to that fe&t of (Economifts who detefted the
French monarchy, and only fuffered a king, in.order
to treat him as did the firft rebels of the revolution.

At length, carried to the miniftry, by the cabals of
the fect, he ufes all his power to infpire the young king
with his difguft for the monarchy, and with his princi-
ples-on the authority of a throne, he had fworn to
maintain as minifter. He would willingly have tranf-
formed him into a Jacobin king. He firft infinuates
thofe errors, which are one day to throw the fceptre
into the hands of the people,- and overturn the altar and
the throne ; if thofe are the virtues of a minifter, they
are thofe of a treacherous one; if errors of the mind,
they are of 2 mad-man. Nature had endowed him
with the defire of relieving his fellow-creatures. He
heard the declamations of the Sophifters againft the
remains of the feudal fyftem, under which the people
ftill labored, and what with the Sophifters, was a mere
tool of their hatred for kings, he miftook for the cry of
compaflion. He was blind to what all the world faw,
and that particularly on the Corvees. He would not
hearken to the voice of hiftory, which told him that the
fhackles of the feudal fyftem had as yet been only bro-
ken, by the wifdom and mature deliberation of the
monarch, forefeeing the inconveniences and the means
of covering the lofles of the fuppreflion. But he would
be hafly and he ruined every thing. The Sophifters
thought his difmiffion too early, but alas! it was not
early enough ; for he had already tainted the throne
with thofe revolutionary ideas on the fovereignty of the
people ; he had then forgotten that this was making all
power dep g;ling on their caprice; he pretended to
make the pooyde happy by placing arms in their hands,
with which they deftroyed themfelves. He thought to
re-cftablifh the laws in all their purity,. and he only
taught -rebellion; he mifleads the youthful monarch,
too unexperinced, to unravel the fophifms of the fe&;
the very goodnefs of his heart leads him ftill more
aftray. In the protended rights of the people, heonly
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fees his own to be facrificed, and it is from Turgot, we.
are to trace that fatal error of his infurmountable pa-:
tience and fatal condefcenfion for that people, whofe
fovereignty led to the fcaffold himfelf, his queen and
his fifter. : C

- Turgot is the firft minifter who fhows that revolu-
tionary {pirit, at once antichriftian and antimonarchial,
Choifeul and Malefherbes were more impious than Tur-
got, Choifeul perhaps was even more wicked, but never
before had a minifter been known, feeking to deftroy
the principles of that authority, in the mind of the
king, which he imparted to them. It was reported
that Turgot had repented on fecing the fovereign mob
threatening his perfon, on fecing them barfting open
the magazines of corn, and throwing both corn and
beead into the river and that under pretence of famines
it waf then, as reported, that feeing his errors, he had
laid open to Lewis XVI. all the plans of the Sophif-
ters, and that thefe latter ever after fought to deftroy
the idol they had fet up. Thisanecdote, unfortunately
for the honor of Turgot, is unfounded. Before his
elevation to the miniftry, he was an idol of the con~
fpirators, and fuch he remained, until his death,, Con-

_ doreet has alfo been his panegyrift and hiftorian, and

he would not have been tolerant on the repentance of
an adept. E

Scourges have fallen fucceffively on France fince the
vevolution, but prior to it they had fuccesded each other

3n the perfons of Lewis XVIth's minifters. Necker

appeared after Turgot, and Necker re-appears after
Briennes. And his virtues were extolled by the So-
phifters nearly as much as he extols them’ himfelf.

‘This is another of thofe reputations, which the hifto-

rian muft judge by falls, not for the mere pleafure of
dete&ing the confpiring hypoerite, but becaufe 5o
unmerited reputations were & means employed for the con-
fummation of the confpirady. .
Necker, as yet a banker’s clerk, was employed by
fome fpeculators both as the confidant aythegent, in 3
bufinefs which- was fuddenty and greatly v augment
their fortunes. They had the fecoet of an approach~
ing peace,. which was eonfiderably to-enhance the value
of the Canada Bills ; one of the conditions of :the fu-
ture peace being, the payment of thofe bills which had
remained in England : they let Necker into the fecret,
on condition ‘that ‘for theiy. commen emolument, be
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woldd write to London to have 2 number of thefe bills
Bought up at the low price which the war had reduced
them to. Necker engaged in the aflociation, and
through the credit of his mafter, the bills were monap-
olized. His affociates, returning to know the fate of
the bargain, he told them that the fpeculation had ap-
peared {o hazardous and bad, that he-had defifted from
and countermanded the purchafe. Peace comes, and
Necker is in poffeflion of thefe bills in his own account
alene, and thefe make near three millions Tournois.—
Such was the virtue of- ‘Necker when a clerk !
. Now rich, he calis the Sophifters to his table ; his
Roufe becomes a weekly club, and the new Mecenas is
well repaid for his good cheer by the encomiums and
flattery of his guefis. - D'Alembert, and the chiefs of
the confpirators, pun&tually attended thefe aflemblies
every Friday.® Necker hearing of nothing but philof-
ophy, wouid be a philofopher, as fuddenly as he became
a lord, and the intrigue and encomiums of the fe&
~ would trinsform him -into.a Sully. At length Lewis

XVIL. hearing fo much of the talents of this man it
fimaisce, called hirh to the miniftry as Comptroller Gea-
erali Among the many. means of the confpirators,
the moft: infallible was to ‘inttoduce diforder in the
finances. Necker fucceeded completely 'in this plan,
by thofe. exorbitant loans which nothing could have
hidden frora the public, but that blind confidence, and
théfe encomiums perpetually thrown out by the fe&.

But let- Necker have a&ed from the impulfe of confpir-’

ators, like an ignérant:minifter who knew not whither
he was driven, or knowingly hollowed out the abyfs, i
is not his pretended virtue that is to plead his defence.
Is it not: probable that the man, who, when recalled
for the fecond time to the miniftry, could dare to ftarve
the people in the:midft of plenty, in order to convulfe
them into a revolution, could alfo attempt to ruin the
fimances. to .pyoduce the fame convulfive ftate ? Such
a virtue as his may be nearly claffed with the blackeft
nidt. e ,
8 At the timé when Necker was recalled to replace
‘Briennes in the miniftry, at the time when his great
generofity to the people was cried up, and that all
France was ftunned with his great feats, at that very
- time was he, in concert with Philippe D’Orleans, ftar-

* Correfpéndchce of Voltaire and D’Alembert, Let. 31, anno
1779,
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ving the people into revolt againt their king, the nobles
and the clergy. This virtuous'man had bought up-ail
the corn, had ordered it to be fhut up in ftore-houfes,
or in barges fent it from one place to another, * forbid=-
ding the intendants to allow of the fale of any corn,
until they had received his orders. The Magazines re-
mained fhut. .. The boats ‘wandered from port to- port.
‘The people clamoroufly called for ‘bread, but in vain !
The parliament of Rouen,’ concerned for the ftate to
which the province of Normandy was reduced, defired
its prefident to write to the minifter {Necker) to demand
the falé of a great quaritity of corn which they knew
to be then in the province. . His letter was not anfwered.
The firft prefident reccived ¥ fecond fammons from his
body, to expatiate in ' the! mék prelling manner-on the
wants of the people ; .at.length Necker anfwers, that
he has fent his.orders to the-intendant. His orders are
executed, baut the Intendant isobliged, for his own juf-
tification, ‘to lay them:before the parliamént, and fofar
were they from what was.expefted, that they were
barely an inftru&tion to. put»ff. the. fale, and to itivent
-divets pretexts and excufes to eliide the'demands of the
anagiftrates, and to rid him of théir applications.
‘Meanwhile the veflels laden with eorn; : proceetled :from
dhe ports to the ocean, from'the ocean.to the rivers; or
fimply to the interior of the provinces. . At the period
when Necker was driven froin the miniftry for the fec-
ond time, the people were -deftitute of bread. The
parliament had then obtained proof that the fame boats,
laden with the fame corn, had-been:from.Rouken toPa~
s, and from Paris back again 5 theh embarked at Rot-
en for the Havre, 'and thence returned again half rotten.
"The Attorney General. profitéd of :this fecond difmiffion
to fend circular-orders to ftop: thefe preceedings, .and to
give the people. the liberty. of .buying: this corn. . At the
expulfionof this minifter, the . populace of Parisy- fis-
pidly fovereign, run to arms, and demand ;their Necker,
carying his buft through the ftreéts with.that of Phil-
lippe D’Orleans, and never were two aflaffins bétter

- coupled in their triumph. The. populace would have

its executioner, whichit ftupidly filed its father ; and
Necker, on his return, ftarvesit anew. Scarce had he
heard of the orders which the Attorney General of the
Parliament of Normandy had given, when the revoli-
tionary agents are fent from Paris, the people are flir-
red up againft the magiftrate, his manfion is forced and
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illaged, and a price is put upon his head —Such were
gllga\grfxtues of It’he adept Necker, when minifter and
proteétor of the confpirators. :
~ For the authenticity of thefe faéts, the hiftorian will
‘appeal to the chief magiftrates of the parliament of
Rouen. If to fhew the chief agent of fuch horrid
deeds, I have been obliged to anticipate on the fecond
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part of this work ; it is becaufe Necker had confpired -

againft the throne, equally as againft the altar. It was
through him the Sophifters were to draw the Calvinifts
into their party, but pretending to the faith of Geneva
he was really a Deift. Had not the Calvinifts been
blind to convition, they could have feen it in his wri-
“tings or in his univerfal connetions with the impious.
For this empty and vain man aimed at every thing.
From a Clerk he became Comptroller-General 3 nexta
~ proteéting Sophifter, and hence concluded he was a di-
vine. He publifhed his ideas on ReLiGious Opinions,
and this work was nothing lefs than deifm, and that is
not judging feverely a woﬁt, which does not look upon
the exiftence of God as proved ; for what can the reli-
gion of that man be, who doubts of the exiftence of a
God ? This work obtained for its  author an academic
‘crown, as being the beft production of the day ; that
is to fay, that could infinuate the moft impiety the leaft
perceived. ‘ _ _ .

After what has been faid of the minifter Briennes,
the intimate friend of D’Alembert, after the wicked-
nefs of this man hasbeen fo public, I fhould notmen-
tion him had I not to difcovera plot, the like of which
hiftory would blufh to fhow, and none but the annals
of the modern Sophifters could produce. Under the
name of (Economifts, the confpirators held fecret
meetings (which later we fhall lay open to the public,)
and impatiently waited the death of Mr. de Beaumont,
Archbithop of Paris, to give him a fucceflor, who en-
tering into their views, and, under the pretext of hu-
manity, kindnefs and toleration, was as patiently to en-
dure with Philofophifm, Janfenifm and all other feéts,
as Mr. de Beaumont had ftrenuoufly oppofed them. He
was to be particularly indulgent as to the difcipline of
the parifh clergy, even toletitdecayinafew years. On
tenets he was to be equally patient. He was to reprefs
the zeal of thofe who appeared too ative ; to interdict
the‘rrn,l c;cn to difplace them as men too ardent or even

ol. L »

Brienney,
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turbulent. He was carefully to réceive all ac¢ufatiots
of this fort, and replace the over-zealous by riven whorn
the Sophifters had prepared and would recommend,
particularly for dignitaries. By this plan the parith
churches, as yet adminiftered by a moft edifying clergy,
were foon to Be overrun by the moft fcandalous. 8er-
mons and catechiftical leCtures becoming daily lefs fré-
quent ; in fine, all inftru@iohs running in the philofe-
phic ftrain, bad books daily thultiplying; the people
feeing in their parithés none but a clergy fcandalousin
their rorals, and little zealousin their do&rine, were
naturally to abandon the churches and their Yeligion.
The apoftacy of the capital was to carry with it that of
the moft eflential diocefe ; and hence the ¢vil was to
fpread far around. Thus without viclence, without being
perceived, by the fole connivance of its chief pafter, re-
ligion was to be crufhed in the capital ; not but what

- Briennes might have given fome exterior fighs of zeéal,

had the circumftances required.*

Nothing but the ambition of a Briennes, and the
wickednefs of his heart, could have made hith accept
the archbifhopric on fuch conditions. The agreement
made, the Sophifters put all their agents in motiof.
The court isbefet ; anartful man, of the narhe of Vet
mon, who had been made reader to the queen by Choil-
eul, onthe recommendation of Briennes, feizéd on this
opportunity to make fome return to his prote@or. The
queen recommended the prote&or of Vermon, and the

‘thought the was doing well ; the king thought hé¢ did

ftill better in nominating the man, whofe moderation,
whofe prudence and whofe genius, were fo perpetual 2
topic, to the Archbifhopric of Paris: and duving one

day Briennes was really named. But no fooner was it

known either at court or in Paris, than every Chriftian
fhuddered at the news. The king’s aunts and the Prin-
cefs de Marfan in particular, immediately forefaw the
fcandal with which France was threatened, and the
king prevailed upon by their prayers, annulled what he
had already done. The archbifhopric was given toa
man whofe modefty, zeal and impartiality, would form

~ the ftrongelt contraft, with the vices of Briennes. Us-

fortunately for France neither the king nor particularly
the queen were fufficiently convinced, to lofe all confi-
dence in the pretended virtues of this man, nor did the

* See hereafter the declaration of Mr. le Roi.
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- confpirators lay all hopes afide of hereafter raifing him
to a more exalted {tation. ;

Like to the thunder-bolt hidden in the clouds, black-
ened by the tempeft and waiting the convulfion of the
heavens to break forth, fo did Briennes, from the dark
cloud which threatened France, convulfed during the
fitting of the Notables, called by Calonne, burft forth
prime minifter. To fhow his fubferviency to the So-
Khi(ters, he began by that famous edi¢t which Voltaire
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ad folicited twenty years beforein behalf of the Hu-

guenots, though he had looked upon them as mad and
raving mad ;* by that edi& fo long withed for by D’A-
lembert, asa means of duping the Proteftants, and of
¢rufling Chriftianity, without its even being perceived.i
Offspring of the tempeft, he is at length overpowered
by thofe billows which carried Necker to the helm, and
which Necker holds folely to immerfe his king, the no-
bility and "the clergy into that fea of impious fophiftry
and frantic rage, which the confpirators had created.—
Briennes died covered with infamy, butwithout remorfe
or giving figns of repentance.

y the fame intrigue that had carried Briennes to the
prime miniftry, Lamoignon, whofe anceftors had been
an ornament to the magiftracy, obtained the feals. He
was notorioufly like many other courtiers, an unbe-
liever, but he was alfo one of the confpirators. Hig
name is to be found in their moft fecret committees,
On his difgrace which foon followed that of Briennes,
he pbilo/opgfcal@ fhot himfelf.—Two fuch men at the
head of the miniftry! what means had they not, of
conntcn'ancing and forwarding the Antichriftian Cone

iracy ! : -

PoI{erity will find it dificult to conceive that a mon-
arch fo religious as Lewis XVI. fhould have been fuy-
rounded by fucha fet of impious minifters, Theiy
furprife will be much leffened, when they confider that
the confpirators aimed moftly at the higher orders of
fociety, and that they wifhed to deftroy religion in thofe
chiefly who approached the perfon of the menarch.
To the paffions of this privileged clafs, let the facility
of fatisfying them be added, and we fhall eafily con-
ceive with what facility Voliaire could attack a religiqn

* Letter to Marmontel, 21ft Auguft 1767.

1+ Letter 4th of May 1763.

1 Voltaire to Diderot, 25th December 1762, to D’Alembert
and Damilaville. - . o
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which fo much militated againft thofe paffions. With-
out doubt, eminent virtues and the moft diftinguifhed
piety were to be found among the nobility and grandees
of the court: for inftance, Madame Elizabeth, fifter
to the king, Mefdames de France the king’s aunts, the
Princefles de Conti, Louife de Conde, de Marfan, the
Duc de Penthievre, the Marefchal de Mouchi, de
Broglie, and many other diftinguifhed perfonages who
would have done honor to the brighteft ages of Chrif-
tianity. Among the minifters themfelves, hiftory will
except Mr. de Vergennes and Mr. de St. Germain, and
perhaps fome others who could not be challenged by
impiety ; throughout the whole clafs of the uobility
thefe exceptions may be more frequent than might be
fuppofed, but neverthelefs ‘it is unfortunately true to
fay, that Voltaire had made furprifing progrefs among
the gréat, and that will eafily account for the moft un-
happy choices Lewis XVI. had made; virtue feeks ob-
fcurity and is little jealous of elevation. None but the
ambitious were foremoft on the ranks, and the Sophif-
ters would ftun the ill-fated monarch with the praifes
of thofe whom they thought would beft fecond their
views, and who had been initiated in their myfteries.
Not only the throne, but the public itfelf was to be
overpowered by the praifes which they lavithed on the
adept they wifhed to elevate to the miniftry. Their in-
trigues were more fecret and furpafled the art of cour-
tiers thémfelves ; befides, a&ing under the inftuence of
ppublic opinion, how could they not dire&t the choice of
a young prince whofe greateft failing was diffidence in
his own judgment. By fuch arts were the ‘[urgots,
the Neckers, the Lamoignons, the Briennes fucceflively
forced into the councils of Lewis XVI. paffing over in

C. filence thofe fubaltern minifters and firft clerks, impor-

tantly great, whofe fervices the confpiring Sophifters
carefully fecured. ‘ '

Thus proteéted, impiety foared above the laws nearly
filenced. It was in vain for the clergy to reclaim the
harid of power, for it connived at the confpirators ;
their writings were circulated and their perfons fecure.
Voltaire even writes to D’ Alembert, ¢« Thanks to a prieft
¢ about the court, I fhould have been undone had it not
8¢ been for the Chancellor, who at all times has fhown
# me the greateft kindnefs.”* This fhows how little

¥ Letter 33, anno 1774,
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any reclamations of the clergy could avail even againft
the chief of the confpirators. This letter difcovers a
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new prote¢tor of the Sophifters in the perfon of Mr. M. Meau-
de Meaupou ; his ambition and his conne&ion with PO

the chief of the confpirators had always-been hidden
under the mafk of religion.

- In a letter written alfo to D’Alembert, we fee what
immenfe ufe fuch protetions were of, not only to
Voltaire but alfo to the other adepts. He fpeaks of
Choifeul. ¢ I have the greateft obligations to him.
¢¢ It is to him alone that I owe all the privileges I have
¢ on my cftate. Every favor that I have afked for my
$¢ friends he has granted.”* '

* Some of thefe protectors alfo aimed at being authors,
and without Voltaire’s talents fought to infpire the peo-

ple with the fame principles. Of this number was the Due
Duke D'Ufez who, to verify the expreffion of Voltaire D'Ufen

that he was ftronger in mind than in body, had under-
taken a work in favor of liberty and equality applied to
our belief in matters of faith, without confulting either
_ church or paftor. Voltaire only 'withed to fee it fin-
ithed to declare the work as ufeful to fociety as it was
to the duke himfelf.+ This work never appeared
we know not how to clafs the genius of the noble
vine.

In Voltaire’s letters we find many other great perfon-
ages who {well the lift of adepts and prote€tors, many
names already famous in hiftory ; fuch was the defcend-
ant of a Crillon or a Prince of Salme, both worthy of
better days according to Voltaire ; but let not the reader
miftake them, for the age of the Bayardsand of thofe
bold knights of former times ; no, it is of an age wor-
thy of their modefly and their philofophic fcience. We fee
Voltaire placing all his hopes in the prince of Ligne for
the propagation of his fophifticated fcience throughout
Brabant ; and the Duke of Braganza, is as much ex-
tolled for the fimilarity of his fentiments.

Other

N

reat per-

onages.

Among the Marquiffes, Counts and Chevaliers, we

find the Marquis D’Argence de Derac, a brigadeer--

general, zealous in the deftruion of Chriftianity in
the province of Angoumois, and modernizing his fel-
low-countrymen, with his philofophic ideas.—The
Marquis de Rochefort, Colonel of a regiment, who
through his philofophifm had gained the friendfhip of

* Letter 110, anN0 1763,
1 Voltaire to the Duc D’Ufez, 19th Nov. 1760,
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Voltaire and D’Alembert.—~The Chevalier Chattellux
bold but more adroit in the war againft Chriftianity.
In fine, were we to credit Voltaire, nearly all thofe
whom he was acquainted with in this clafs, were what
be fyles honeft men in 3 letter to Helvetius in 1763.
¢ Believe me, he writes, that Europe is full of men of
« reafon, who are opening their eyes to the light.
¢ Truly the number is prodigious. I have not feen fog
« thefe ten years paft a fingle bon¢fi man of whatever
¢ country or religion he may have been, but what abs
& folutely thought as you do.” It is probable, and it is ta
be hoped that Voltaire greatly exaggerated his {uggefs.
It would be impoffible to conceive, that of the num-
bers.of the nobility who went to contemplate the Grand
Lama of the Sophifters at Ferney, the greateft part
were not attralted by curijofity, rather than impiety.
The fureft rule by which we. may diftinguith the true
adepts, is by the confidence he placed in them, or
whether he fent them the produltions of his own pen
or thofe of other confpirators. At that rate even the
it would greatly extend. Many duchefles and mar-
chionefles would be found, as philofophic as Siftes
jﬂcmetta. But let them be forgotten thofe adepts

¢ dupes than wicked, more unfortunate are they
ftill, if they are above being pitied.

Of thefe prote&ors, the Count D’Argental honora
counfellor of the parliament, is to be particulagly dif
tinguifhed. Nearly of the fame age as Valtajre, he al-
ways had been his bofom friend. All that Mr: de la
Harpe fays of the amiability of this Count, m3y be
true, but however amiable, it will alfa be true to fay,
that both the Count and Countefs D’ Argental were the
dupes of their admiration and friendfhip for Voltaire.
He correfponds as regularly with thefe twa adepts gs
he did with D’Alembert, and as confidently exhorts
them to cruth the wretch. He ftyles them his twg an-
gels. He employed the Count as general agent. for all
higher prote&ions, that he might ftand in need of, and
few agents were mare devated or more faithful, that is
to fay more impious.* .

A name of greater importance, and that is not to he
overlooked among the prote&ing adepts, is that of the
Duc de la Rochefoucault. To him who knows haw
much the Duke muft bave been miftaken in bis ewn

* See General Correfpondence,
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wit, it will be matter of little furprife to fee him fo fel-
dom mentioned in Voltaire’s correfpondence ; but falts
fupply the place of written proofs. The Duke had
been weak enough to allow himfelf to be perfuaded,
that impiety and Philofophifin could alone give him a
eputation. He prote@ed the Sophifters, and even

enfioned Condorcet. It would have been happy for
gim had he not waited for the murderers fent by Con-
dorcet himfelf, to learn what were the real principles of
this Philofophifm. .

In foreign courts, many great perfonages thought to
foar above the vulgar, by this fame Sophiftry. Vol-
taire could not fufficiently admire the zeal of Prince
Gaillitzin, in dedicating the moft impious of Helvetius’s
works to the Emprefs of Ruffia.* He was ftill more
delighted with Count Schouwallow, the powerful pro-
teGtor of the Sophifters at that Court, and with all
thofe, by whofe intrigues D’ Alembert had been nomi-
nated for the education of the heir to the Imperial dia-
dem. -

In Sweden, whence the Chamberlain Jennings, un-
der the-aufpices of the King and Queen, had gone to
announce to the patriarch of Ferney, the great progrefs
of Philofophifm in that country,} an adept was to be
found far more extolled by the confpirators. This
was thé Count de Creutz, ambaffador in France, and
afterwards in Spain. He had fo well blended his em-
bafly with the apoftlefhip of impiety, that Voltaire,
enraptured, was inconfolable at his departure from Pa-
ris. He writes to Madame Geofrin, ¢ Had there been
¢« an Emperor Julian on earth, the Count de Creutz
¢« {hould have been fent on embafly to him, and not
“ to a country where Auto-da-fe's are made. The
¢« fenate of Sweden muft have been mad, not to have
¢¢ left fuch a man in France; he would have been of
« ufe there, and it is impoffible that he fhould do any
¢ good in Spain.”’}

But this Spain, fo much defpifed by Voltaire, could
produce a D’Aranda, whom he ftyles the Favorite of
Philofophy, and who daily went to flimulate his zeal, in
the company of D’Alembert, Marmontelle, and Mad-
emoifelle D’Efpinafe, whofe club nearly equalled the
French Academy.

* Let. 117, to D’Alembert. -
+ Let. to D’Alembert, 19th Jan, 1769. 1 21ft May, 1764.
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Other dukes and grandees were to be found in Spain,
equally admiring the French Sophiftry.. In particular
the Marquis de Mora and the Duke of Villa Hermofa.*
In this {fame country, fo much defpifed by the Sophif-
ters, we find D’Alembert diftinguithing the Duke of
Alba. Itis of him that he writes to Voltaire, ¢ One
¢« of thefirft grandees of Spain, a man of great wit,
¢ and the fame perfon who was ambaffador in France,
« under the name of Duke of Huefcar, has juft fent
€ me twenty guineas towards your ftatue; condem-
¢« ned, he fays, fecretly to cultivate my reafon, I joy-
¢ fully feize this opportunity of publicly teftifying my
¢ gratitude to the great man, who firft pointed out the
¢ road for me.’+ .

It was at the fight of fo numerousa lift of difciples,
that Voltaire exclaimed, ¢« Vicory declares for us on
¢ all fides ; I do affure you thatin a little time, noth-
¢ ing but the rabble will follow the ftandard of ourene-
s mies.”t He did not fufficiently dive into futurity,
or he would have feen that rabble mifled one day by the
fame principles, and facrificing its mafters on the very
altar they had raifed to impiety. .

As to D’Alembert, he could not contain himfelf,
when informed of the numerous admirers that flocked
to Ferney. ¢ What the devil, would he write, forty
¢ guefts at table, of whom two mafters of requefts
¢ and a counfellor of the grand chamber, without
¢¢ counting the Duke of Villars and company.”§ Din-
ing at Voltaire’s, to be fure, is not an abfolute proof
of the philofophifm of the gueft, but it fhews, gene-
rally, men who admired the chief of thatimpiety which
was one day to be their ruin. ' ‘

It was not by chance that D’Alembert mentions the
counfellor of the grand chamber. He was fully aware
of . what importance it was for the confpirators, to have
protetors, or even admirers, in the higher orders of
the magiftracy. Voltaire was of the fame opinion
when he writes, ¢ Luckily during thefe ten years paft,
s« that parliament (of Thouloufe) has been recruited by
¢ young men of great wit, who have read, and who
¢ think like you.”]| This letter alone denotes how much
the tribunals were relaxed, for many years preceding
the revolution. They were vefted with all the author-

LY

* Let. of Voltaire, 1ft May 1768. + Let. 108, anno 1773.
§ Let. to Damilaville.  § Let. 76, anno r760.
|| Let. 11, anno0 1769. ‘
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ity neceffary for ftopping the circulation of thefe impi-
ous and feditious works, and of taking cognizance of
their authors, but they had fo much neglected it, that
in the latter times, a decree of the parliament was a
means of enhancing the price, and extending the circu-
lation of the work. .

Voltaire, notwithftanding the numerous conquefts
made in thefe temples of juftice, often complains of
fome of thofe refpetable corps, as ftill containing
magiftrates who loved religion. But in return he ex-
tols the philofophic zeal of thofe of  the fouth.
¢¢ There (he writes to D’ Alembert) you go from a Mr.
€6 Duché 1o a Mr. de Caflillon, Grenoble can boaft of
€ a Mr. Servan. It is impoffible that reafon and tol-
¢¢ eration fhould not make the greateft progrefs under
¢¢ fuch mafters.”® This hope was the better founded,
as thefe three magiftrates, here named by Voltaire, are
precifely thofe, who by their funtions of attorney or
folicitor generals, were obliged to oppofe the progrefs
of that reafon, fynonimous .with impiety in the mouth
of Voltaire ; and to uphold the power of the law againft,
thofe daily productions and their authors.

Mr. de la Chalotaix is of all others, the folicitor
general who feems to have beenin the clofeft intimacy
with Voltaire. It is in their correfpondence, that we
fee how much the confpirators were indebted and how
grateful they were to him, on account of his zeal againft;
the Jefuits, and how much the deftrution of that or-
der, was blended with that of all other religious, in
their plans for the total overthrow of all ecclefiaftical
authority.+

But in fpite of all this Philofophifm, which had crept
into the body of the magiftracy, we meet with men
venerable, and whofe virtucs were the ornament of the
higheft tribunals ; particularly the grand chamber of
the parliament of Paris, appeared fo oppofite to his im«
piety, that he defpaired of ever philofophizing it. He
even does it the honor of ranking it with that populace
and thofe affemblies of the clergy, that he defpaired of ever
rendering reafonable, or xather impious.f

* Let, of the sth Nov. 1970.
-+ See their correfpondence, particularly Voltaire’s letter to
Mr. Chalotaix, 17th May 1762.
Let. to D’Alembert, 13th Dec. 1763,
ol. L Y
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There even was a time, when he exprefles his indige
nation to Helvetius in the following terms. ¢ I believe
¢ that the French are defcended from the centaurs,
« who were half men and Aalf pack-borfes. Thefe two
¢ halves have been feparated, and there remained,
¢ men like you and fome others, alfo horfes, who have
¢ bought the offices of counfellor (in parliament,) or who
¢ have made themfelves do&tors of Sorbonne.””*

Tt is an agreeable duty I fulfil, whenI fhow proof of
this fpite of the Sophifters againft the firft corps of the
French magiftracy. It is certain that at the time of the
revolution, many magiftrates were yet to be found,
who better informed of the intrigues of the Sophifters,
would willingly have given greater vigour to the laws
for the fupport of religion. Bat impiety had intruded
even into the grand chamber. Terrey, as yet only
known asa wicked minifter, is not fufficiently foas a
Sophifter. - .

‘Whatever may be the blacknefs of many facts men«
tioned in thefe memoirs, few are of a deeper hue than
the following one.’

The bookfeller Le Jay was publicly felling one of
thofe works, the impiety of which fometimes com-
manded the attention of the parliament. That fold by
Le Jay was ordcred to be publicly burnt and the author
and fellers to be profecuted. Terrey offered himfelf to
make the neceflary perquifitions, and was to report to

arliament. He ordered Le Jay before him, and I will
ﬁly before the reader the very words I heard the book-
feller make ufe of, when he gave an account of what
had paffed on the occafion.  Asto thetitle of the work,
Iam not quite certain whether he mentioned it or not,
but I perfectly remember what follows :—¢ Ordered be-
¢« before Mr. Terrey, counfellor in parliament 5 I wait-
¢« onhim. He received me with an air of gravity, fat
¢ down on a couch, and queftioned me as follows :—
« Is it you that fell this work comdemned by a decree of

¢ the parliament ? I anfwered, Yes, my Lord. How

¢ can you fell fuch dangerous works ? As many others
¢ are fold.—Have you fold many of them ? Yes my
¢ Lord.—Have you many left ? About fix hundred
¢ copies.—Do you know the author of thisbad work ?
¢ Yes, my Lord.—Whoisit? You, my Lord | —How
« dare you fay fo ; how do you know that ? I know it,

* July 22d, 1763,
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¢¢ my Lord, from the perfon of whom I bought your
¢ manufcript.—Since you know it all is over ; go, but

¢ be prudent.”

It may be eafily conceived that this interrogatory was

not reported to the parliament, and the reader will
equally underftand what progrefs the Antichriftian
Comipiracy made in acountry, where its adepts were
feated in the very fanQuary of the laws.
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CHAP. XV.
The Clafs. —~Of Men of Letters.

HE paffions and the facility of gratifying them,
the yoke of religion once thrown off, had given
the confpirators great power among the higher clafles
of focicty ; and the empty hopes of areputation brought
over to their ftandards all thofe who pretended to lite-
rary fame. The great talents of Voltaire, and a fuc-
cefs perhaps fuperior to his talents, proclaimed his {way
abfolute, over the clafs of men of letters. Humbly
thofe men followed his triumphant car, who above .
all others will proudly flatter themfelves with the per-
feQtion of their own ideas. It was only neceffary for
him to give the fathion. Like to thofe frivolous nations
where the high-flown courtezans, by their fole exam-
ple, can introduce the moft wanton fathions in attire,
;‘u{t fo does the premier chief. Scarce had he fhown
is bias towards impiety, when the men of letters would
all be impious.

From that cloud of writers and adepts, a man fhone
forth who might have difputed with him the palm of
genius ; and who, for celebrity, needed not to refort
to .impiéty. This was Jean Jaques Roufleau. That
famous citizen of Geneva, fublime when he pleafes in
his profe, rivalling Milton or Corneille in his poetry,
could have rivalled Bofluet under the banners of Chrif-
tianity. ~ Unfortunately for his glory, he was knownto
D’Alembert, Diderot and Voltaire, and for a time he
leagued with them, and fought like them, the means
of cruthing Chrift and his religion. In this fynagogue
of impiety, asin that of the Jews, teftimonies did not
agrec ; divifions enfued, but though feparated, their
attacks were bent againft Chriftianity. This is to be
feen in a letter from Voltaire to D’ Alembert, where he
fays, ¢ What a pity it is that Jean Jaques, Diderot,
% Helvetius and you, with other men of your ftamp,
¢ fhould not have been unanimous in your attacks on
s¢ the wretch. My greateft grief is, to fee the impof-
& tors united, and the friends of truth divided.”*®

* No. 156, anno 2756.
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When Rouffeau feceded from the Sophifters, he did
fiot by that forfake either his own er their errors; he
feparately carried on the war. The admiration of the
adepts was divided.  In either fchool, impicety had only
varied its weapons, nor weré opinions more conftant or
lefs impious.

“Voltaire was the moft altive, but vigor was given to
Jean Jaques. With the ftrength of Hercules he alfo
partook of his delirium. Voltaire laughed at contra.
dition,, and his pen flew with every wind. Jean Ja-
-ques would infift on the paradoxes foftered in his brain,
and brandifhing his club on high, he would equally
ftrike at truth or falfehood. The former was the vane
of opinion, the latter the Proteus of Sophiftry. Both
cqually diftant from the {chools of wifdom, both with-
ed to lay the foundations and firft principles of philofo~

hy. .
P yThe pro and con was equally adopted by them, and
both found themfelves condemned to the moft humilia-
ting inconftancy. Voltaire, uncertain as to the exift-
ence of a God, orof a future ftate, applies to Sophif-
ters bewildered like himfelf, and remains perplexed.
Jean Jaques, as yet a mere youth, fays to himfelf, <« I
% am going to throw this ftone againft’that tree oppo-
¢¢ fite to me: If I hit, a fign of falvation ; if I mifs,
¢¢ a fign of damnation.” Jean Jaques hits, and heaven
is his lot. This proof fufficed for the philofopher long
after his youthful days : and he was far advanced in
years when he fays, ¢« Ever after that I never doubted
¢ of my falvation.”* :

Voltaire one day believed he could demonftrate the
exiftence of the Author of the Univerfe ; he then be-
lieved in an all-powerful God, who remunerated virtue.+
The day after, the whole of this demonftration is dwin-
dled into probabilities and doubts, which it would be
the fummit of ridicule'to pretend to folve.t

The fame truth is one day evident to Jean Jaques,
nor does he doubt of it after having demonftrated it
himfelf. He beheld the Deity all around him, with
him, and throughout nature en that day, when he ex-
claimed, ¢ I am certain that God exifts of himfelf.”§
But the day following, the demonftration was forgot-

ten, and he writes to Voltaire, ¢ Frankly I confefs that .

# His Confeflions, book 6th.  + Voltaire on Atheifm.
Voltaire on Atheifim ; and en the Soul by Suranus.
§ The Emile and Let. to the Archbithop of Paris.
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¢ (on the exiftence of God,) neither the pro nor the
« conappears to me demonftrated.” With Jean Jaques
as with Voltaire, Theifm and Atheifm could only found
their do&rine on probabilities.* And they both b.lieved.
in one only principle or fele Mover.+ But atanother
time they could not deny but what there were two
principles or two caufes.{

Voltaire, after having written that Atheifm would
people the earth with robbers, villains and monfters,§
would acquit Atheifm in Spinofa, and even allow of it
in a Philofopher,|| and profefled it himfelf when he

writes to D’ Alembert, ¢ I know of none but Spinofa
¢ who has argued well.”q That is to fay, I know of
no true philofopher but he to whom all matter and this
world is the fole God ; and after having tried every
fec, he ends by prefling D’Alembert to unite all par-
ties in the war againft Chrift. Jean Jaques had write
ten that the Atheifts deferved punifhment; that they
were diflurbers of the public peace, and as fuch guilty of
dcath.** Then thinking he had fulfilled Voltaire’s
with, writes to the minifter Vernier, ¢« I declare that
¢ my fole objet in the New Eloifa, was to unite the
¢ two oppofite parties (the Deifts and Atheifts,) by a
¢ reciprocal efteem for each other, and to teach the
« philofophers that one may belicve in God without be-
¢ ing a hypocrite, or deny him without being a ral-
¢ cal.”t++ And this fame man writes to Voltaire, that
an Atheift cannot be guilty before God. That thould
the law find the Atheift guilty of death, it was the de-
nounciator who fhould be burned as fuch.{}

Voltaire would blafpheme the law of Chrift, rctra&
receive the facrament, and prefs the confpirators to
cruth the wretch ! Jean Jaques would lay afide Chrif-
tianity, or refume it again, and with Calvin will par-
take of 'the Laft Supper ;§§ will write the moft fublime

* Letter to Voltaire, vol. 12. Quarto edit. of Geneva.

4 Voltaire on the Principle of A&ion.—Jean ?{?ques in the
Emile, vol. 3, page 115, and Letter to the Archbifhop of Paris.

t Voltaire, Queft. Encyclop. vol, &;—Jean Jaques, Emile,
vel. 3, page 61, and Let. to the Archbi p of Paris,

§ On Atheifm. § Axiom 3.

9 Letter to D’Alembm, 16th June, 1773.

*% Emile, vol. 4, page 68. Social Contradt, chap, 8.

41 Letter to Mr. Vernier.

1t Letters to Voltaire, vol. 12, and New Eloifa.

D’Alembert writes to Voltaire, in fpeaking of Rouﬂéau,

¢ 1pity him, and if his happuwﬁ depends oo his approaching
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encomiums on Chrift that human eloquence could de.
vife, and then finifh by blafpheming that fame Chrift as
a fanatic.]] If the Antichriftian Revolution was one
day to carry Voltaire triumphantly to the Pantheon,
Rouffeau had the fame rights to the inauguration of the
Sophifters of Impiety. We fhall fee him gain far other
claims on the Sophifters of Rebellion. If the former
fecretly folicits kings to fubfcribe to his ftatue, the lat-
ter openly writes that at Sparta one would have been
ereted to him.

"~ With fo fimilar a condu&, each of thefe chiefs hgd
his diftin&ive charalteriftics. Voltaire hated the God
of the Chriftians. Jean Jaques admired but blafphe~
med him, and pride wrought in the latter, all that
jealoufy and hatred produced in the former ; and it will
long be a doubt which has been moft fatal to Chriftiane
ity, the one b{) his atrocious farcafms and impious fat-
ire, the other by his fophiftry under the cloak of reafon.

After their feparation, Voltaire hated Jean Jaques,
fcoffed at him, and would have him chained as a mad-
man.* But he could not hide his joy, when the Pro«
feflion of Faith of the Savoyard Vicar, written by this
madman, was the book out of which youth were taught
to read.+ Jean Jaques would at the fame time deteft
the chiefs of the confpirators, expofe them and be ha-
ted by them : he would preferve their principles, court
their friendfhip and efteem anew, and that of the pre-
mier chief in particular.

If to define the Sophifter of Ferney was a difficult
tatk, is it not equally fo, to paint the citizen of Ge-
neva ! Jean Jaques loved the fciences and is crowned
by thofe who reviled them; he wrote againft the thea-
tre and compofed operas ; he fought friends and is fa»
mous for his breaches of friendfhip. He extols the

¢ the Holy Table, and in calling holy a religion which he has
¢ fo much vilified, I own that my efteem is greatly diminifhed.”
(Let. 105, anno 1762.) He might have faid as much of Voltaire’s
communions, but he never dared. He even feeks to give hima
plea for his hypocrify, when he fays, ¢¢ Perhaps [ am in the
. % wrong, for certainly youare better acquainted than Iam, with

¢ the reafons that determined you.” He does not mention his
efteem being diminifhed ; on the contrary, Voltaire isalways his
dear and illuftrious mafler ! Letter 31ft May, 1768.

u His Confeflion and Profeflions of the Savoyard Vicar.

Let. to Damilaville, 8th May 1761, and War of Geneva.
+ Letter to the Count D’A1gental, 26th Sept. 1766.
1 See his letters, and the Life of Seaeca by Diderot.
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charms of virtue, and he bends the knee before the
proftitute de Varens. He declares himfelf the moft
virtuous of men and under the modeft title of his Con-~
feflions, he retraces in his old age the diffolute fcenes.
of his youth. To tender mothers he gives the moft
pathetic advice in nature ; and fmothering in himfelf
the cries of that fame nature, he banifhes his children to
that hofpital where, from the thame of its birth, the
unfortunate babe is condemned to the perpetual igno-
rance of its parents. The fear of fecing them, makes.
hjm inexorable to the entreaties of thofe who would .
have provided for their education.j A prodigy of in«
confiltency even to his laft moments ; he wrote againft
fuicide, and perhaps it is treating him too favorably,
not to affert that he himfelf had prepared the poifon,
which caufed his death.||

However inconfiftent, error is inculcated by the So-
phifter of Geneva, with all the powers of genius, and
many have loft their faith by his works, who would
have refifted all other attacks. To be cradled in one’s
paflions, gave empire to Voltaire ; but to refit Jean
Jaques the acuteft fophifms were to be feen through :
youth was led away by the former, whilft thofe who
were advanced in age fell a vi€tim to the latter, and a
prodigious number of adepts owed their fall to thefe
two writers.

Indignantly would the manes of Buffon fee his name
clafled, after that of Jean Jaques, among the confpira
ing adepts. But difficult would it be for the hiftorian,
when fpeaking of thofe who have adopted the fathion
fet by Voltaire, not to figh at pronouncing the name of
the French Pliny. He certainly was rather the vi&tim
than the affociate of the conipirators. But who can
erafe Philofophifm from his writings ? Nature had lent
her genius and why would he not content himfelf with
what fhe had placed before him. No, he would afcend
higher, he would explain thofe myfteries referved to
revelation alone 3 and foaring above his fphere, he of-
ten thows himfelf the difciple of Maillet and Boulanger.
To give the hiftory of nature, he deftroys that of re«
ligion. He was the hero of thofe men whom D’Alem-
bert had fent to {plit mountains and feek from the
depts of the earth, arguments to belie Mofes and the
firlt pages of holy writ. In the praifes of the Sophife

§ See his Confefions,
Il See his life by the Count Barruel de Beauvert,
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ters he confoles himfelf for the cenfures of the Sor-
bonne ; but the punifhment attached to the fault itfelf,
for he only belied his own reputation on his knowledge
of the laws of nature. They appeared to be null when
he treated of the earth formed by the waters, or by
fire, and of his endlefs epochs. And to falfify the fcrip-
tures, he makes nature as inconfiftent as his own fyf-
tems. His ftyle elegant and noble has always been
admired, but found infufficient to fave his works from
the fmile of the real philofopher; and his glory, like
his comet, vanifhed in his dreams of incredulity. Hap-
py, if in retra&ting his errors, he had be:n able to
deftroy that fpirit of refearch in the adepts who only
ftudied nature through the medium of Voltaire.*

And thefe two men fo juftly diftinguifhed by the’

grandeur of their ftyle, the remaining adepts chiefly
owe their celebrity to their impiety 5 neverthelefs two
might have done honor to fcience by their learning.
The firft, which is Freret, had from his immenfe mem-
ory nearly learned Bayle’s Diftionaty by heart. But his
letters to Thrafybulus, the offspring of his Atheilm,
fhows that his vaft memory was more than outweighed
by his want of judgment.

The fecond was Boulanger, whofe brain overbur-
dened with Latin, Greek, Hebrew, Syriac and Arabic,
had alfo adopted all the extravagancies of Atheifm ;
but retracted in the latter part of .hislife, execrating the
fe& that had mifled him. We fhall foon fee that all
thofe pofthumous works attributed to thefe writers,
were never written by them.

Fain would the Marquis D’ Argens have figured amon

Freret;

Boulangen

Marquis

the Jearned Sophifters s but his Chinefe and Cabaliffic D'Argeas,

Letters, and his Philefophy of Good Senfe, only prove,

that to Bayle’s Di¢tionary he was indebted for his pre-.

tended reputation. He was a long while a friend of
Frederick’s, and his impiety entitled him to that friend-
thip. Itis from his brother, the Prefident D’Eguille,

* D’Alembert and Voltaire ridiculed all thofe vain fyftems of
Bailly and Buffon on the antiquity of the world ard of itsinhab-
itants. They would call thefe fyftems, Nonfnsfe, Follies, an
Excufe for the want of Genius, Shallow Ideas, Vain and ridic-
ubous Quackery (Letter to Voltaire, 6th March 1777 ;) but D’A«
lembert took care to keep his opiniens fecret on this fubje&. By
difcrediting thefe fyftems he feared left he fhould difcourage
thofe adepts whom_he had fent to forge new ones in the Appe«
nin;;, ]in frder to give the lie toZMofcs and the facred writ,

o . .
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that we have learned, that after {everal difcuffions on

- religion, with perfons better verfed in that fcience than

Frederick, he fubmitted to the light of the Gofpel, and
ardently withed.to atone for his paft incredulity.

As to La Metrie the Doftor, if he appeared to rave,
it was only from the fincerity of his heart. His man-
mackine, or his man-plant, only caufed the fect to blufh
from the open manner in which he had faid, what ma-
ny of them withed to infinuate. )

Down to the firft days of the revolution, the Sophif-
ters confpiring againft their God, thought they could
glory in the talents and co-operation of Marmontel.
But let us not add to the forrows of the man, who need-
ed only the firft days of the revolution, to fhrink with
horror from thofe confpiracies which had given it birth.
Of all the Sophifters, who have outlived Voltaire, Mr.
de Marmontel is the one who moft wifhed to hide his
former intimacy with the Antichriftian chiefs. But
alas, it is to thofe connections that he owes his celebrity
far more than to his Incas, his Belifarius or to his Tales,
intermingled with Philofophifm. We could wifh to
hide it, but Voltaire’s own letters convict the repenting
adept of having acted, and that during a long time, 2
very different part among the confpirators. Voltaire
was fo well convinced of Mr. de Marmontel’s - zeal,
that thinking himfelf on the point of death, he be-
queathed LaHarpe to him. Thislaft will is worded
thus, ¢ I recommend La Harpe to you, when I am no
¢ more; he will be one of the pillars of our church. You
¢ muft have him received of the academy. After ha-
¢ ving gained fo many prizes, it isbut juft that he
¢¢ fhould beftow them in. his turn.”*

‘With atafte for literature, and fome talents, which
in fpite of his critics, diftinguith him above the com-
mon rank of the writers of the day, Mr. de la Harpe
might have rendered his works ufeful had he not, from
his youth, been the fpoilt child of Voltaire. At that
age, it is eafy to believe one’s felf a philofopher, when
one difbelieves one’s catechifm, and the young La Har-
pe blindly followed the inftruétions of his mafter. If
he never was the pillar, he might be correétly ftyled the
trumpeter of the new church, by means of, the Mer-
cure, a famous French journal, which byits encomiums,

* Voltaire to Marmontel, 21ft Aug. 1767.
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or its weekly criticifms, nearly decided the fate of all
literary productions.*

The encomiums which Voltaire lavifhed on that jour-
nal, after La Harpe had undertaken the direction of it,
thow how little governments are aware of theinfluence
of fuch journals over the public opinion. Above ten
thoufand people fubfcribed, and many more perufed the
Mercure ; and influenced by its fuggeftions, they by
degrees became as philofophic, or rather impious, as
the hebdomadary Sophifter himfelf. The confpirators
faw what advantage could be reaped from this literary
dominion. La Harpe ruled the fceptre during many
years, then Marmontel jointly with Champfort, as Re-
mi who was little better, had held it before them. I
one day afked the latter, how it was poflible, that he
had inferted in his journal, one of the wickedeft and
falfeft accounts poffible, of a work purely literary, and
of which I had heard him fpeak in the higheft terms.
He anfwered me, that the article alluded to had been
written by a friend of D’Alembert’s, and that he owed
his journal, his fortune even to D’ Alembert’s prote&tion.
The injured author wifhed to publith his detence in the
fame journal, but it was all in vain.—Let the reader
judge from thence how powerfully the periodical papers
contributed to the defigns of the confpirators, and it
was by them that the public mind was chiefly direQed
to their defired objedt.

This fe& difpofed of reputations by their praifes or
their critics, as it beft fuited them. By thefe journals
they reaped the two-fold advantage of pointing out to
thofe writers, who hungered after gloryor bread,+ what

* We learn, by the public newfpapers, that Mr. de la Harpe
was converted, when in prifon, by the Bifhop of St. Bricux.
1 fhould be little furprifed at it. Tze examples of this prelate,
with the fruits of Philofephifm in this revolution, muit ftrongly
imprefs the man who, with a found judgment, can compare them
with the leflons and promifesof his former mafters. If the news
of this convetfion be true, I{hall have fhown him confecrating
his talents to error, and nobedy will applaud him more than my-
felf, in feeing him direct them in future towards truth alone.

1 The Sophifters were fo well acquainted with the powers of
a journal, that they muftered up their higheft prote&ions againft
the religious authors who would difpute one with them. When
Voltaire was informed that Mr. Clement wasto fucceed to Mr.
Freron, whofe pen had long been confecrated to the vindication
of trath, he did not bluth at fending D’Alembert to the chan-
cellorin hopes of hindering Mr. Clement from continuing Fre.
ron’s journal. (Let. 1ath Feb. 1773.)
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fubje&s they were to invefligaté, and of calling by
means of their literary trump, the attention of the pub-
lic only on thofe works, which the fe& wifhed to cir-
culate,- or had nothing to fear from.

By fuch artifices, the La Harpes of the day forward-
ed the confpiracy as much if not more, than the moft
adtive of the Sophifters, or their moft impious writers,
The fophiftical author would mingle-or condenfe his
poifon in his produltions, whilft the journalift adept
would proclaim it, and infufe it throughout the capital,
orinto all parts of the empire. The man, who would
have remained ignorant of the very exiftence of an im.’
pious or a feditious werk, the man, who would have
neither fpent his time nor hls money, on fuch produc-
tions,, imbibed the whole of their poifon from the per-
fidious extra&s made by the fophiftical journalift.

Above all the adepts, far more than Voltaire himfelf,
did a fiend called Condorcet, hate the fon of his God.
At the very name of the Deity, the monfter raged, and
it appeared as if he wifhed to revenge on heaven, the
heart it had given him. Cruel and ungrateful, the cool
affaffin of friendfhip'and of his benefaltors, he would
willingly have directed the dagger againft his God, as

_he did againft La Rochefoucault. Atheifm was but fol-

ly in La Metrie, madnefs in Diderot, butin Condorcet,
it was the phrenzy of hatred and the offspring of pride.
It was impoffible to convince Condorcet, that any thing
but a fool could believe in God. Voltaire, who had
feen him when a youth, little forefaw what fervices he
was to render to the confpxracy, even when he wrote,
¢ My great confolation in dying is, that you fupport
¢ the honor of our poor Velches, in which you will be
¢« well feconded by Condorcet ”*

It could not have been on the talents of this man,
that the premier refted his hopes.  Condorcet had learn-
ed as much geometry as D’ Alembert could teach him
but as to the Belles'Lettres, he was not even of the .
fecond clafs. His ftyle was that of a man who did not
know his own language, and his writings, like his fo-
phifms, required much ftudy to be underftood. But
hatred did for him what nature has done for others.
Perpetually plodding at his blafphemies, he at laft fuc-
ceeded in exprefling them more clearly ; for the amaz-

.ing difference which is obfervable between his former

® Let. to D’Alembert, No. 1o1,anm0 1773,
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and his latter works, can only be explained after that
manner. It is more remarkable in his pofthumons work
on the human mind, where his pen can hardly be tra-
ced, excepting in a few paflages, though his genius
haunts every page. ‘There he is to be feen, as during
his life time, in his ftudies, in his writings or converfa-
tion, dire€ting every thing towards Atheifm, feeking

no other obje& in this work, than to infpire his readers .

with his own frantic hatred againft his God. Long
fince had he waited for the downfal of the altar, as the
‘only fight his heart could enjoy. He beheld it, but was
foon tq fall himfelf. His end was that of the impious
man, a vagabond and wanderer, finking under pain,
mifery and the dread of Robefpierre, without acknowl-
edging the hand of God, that ftruck him by that of the
ferocious dictator. Alas, if he died as he lived, will
not the firft inftants of his convi€tion and repentance
be thofe, when he fhall hear that God, whom he blaf-
phemed and denied, confefled by the mouths of thofe
awful vi&tims of eternal vengeance!! - :
During his lifetime, fo great was his hatred, that
adopting error, in order to rid men of that fear of an
immortal God in heaven, he did not hefitate in hoping
that his.philofophifm would one day render men immor-
tal upon earth. To belic Mofes and the prophets, he
became himfelf the prophet of madnefs. Mofes had
fhown the days of man decreafing unto the age at
which God had fixed them, and the royal prophet had
declared the days of man to extend from fixty to feven-
ty, and at the moft to eighty years, after which all was
trouble and pain. And to the oracles of the Holy
Ghoft, Condorcet would oppofe his | When he calcu-
lates his philofophic revolution, which begins by drag-
ing fo many to their graves, he adds to the creed of
ﬁis impiety, that of his extravagancies; and without
hefitation he pronounces that, ¢ awe are to believe that
¢ the life of man muft perpetually encreafe, if phyfical
¢ revolutions do not obftruét it. That we are ignorant
¢ of the extreme term, which it is never to exceed.
¢ Wedo not even know, whether nature in its general
¢¢ Jaws has fixed that extreme term !” Thus in his pre-
tended Pbhilofophic Sketch c{ the Progrefs of the human
Mind,* after having built his entire hiftory on the ha-
tred of Chrift, and left no hopes to man but in Athei{m,

* Epoch x0th, page 383.
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we fee this Sophifter of falfehood, fetting up for a
prophet, and forefeeing all the fruits of his triumphant
philofophy. It is in the very moment of the overthrow
of the altar, that he tells us, that henceforth the days
of man fhall be lengthened, and thatin lieuof an eter-
nal God in heaven, man may become immortal on
earth, as if at the very moment of its triumph, Phi-
lofophifm, and the pride of the whole fe&t, were to be
humbled through the extravagancies of the moft impi-
ous and deareft of its adepts. A life wholly fpent in
blafphemy, could never have but frenzy for its end.

This name of Condorcet, will appear again in thefe
memoirs, and we fhall fee him hating kings nearly as
much as he did his God. Helvetius, and many others
before him, had fallen a victim to this double hatred,
though their hearts feemed capable of neither.

The unfortunate Helvetius, the child of a virtuous
father, followed his fteps till beyond his early youth.
An exemplary piety had been the fruits of a good edu-
cation, when he became acquainted with Voltaire. He
at firft fought him as a matter, and his love for poetry
had infpired him with admiration for hita. Such was
the origin of their intimacy, and never was connection
more perfidious. In lieu of poetry, impiety conftitu-
ted his leCtures, and in the fpace of one yeax, Voltaire
transforms his pupil into a more impious and determin-
ed Atheift than he was himfelf. Helvetius was rich,
and is at once aftor and prote@or. Laying afide the
Gofpel, like the generality of the Sophifters, who while
they pretend to fuperior underftanding, in crediting the
myfteries of Revelation not only believe in all the ab-
furdities of Atheifm, but are the fport of their own
puerile credulity in all that can be turned againft reli-
gion. Helvetius’s work on the Spiriz, and which Vol-
taire calls Matter, is filled with ridiculous ftories, and
fables which he gives for truths, and which are all be-
neath criticifm. This is neverthelefs the work of a
man who pretends to reform the univerfe, but who
equally difgufié his readers by the licentioufnefs and
obfcenity of his morals, and by the abfurdity of his
materialifm.

Helvetius alfo wrote on Happine/s, but appears him-
felf to have been a perfet ftranger to it. In fpite of
all his philofophy, he was fo tender to the beft-founded
cenfure, that he loft his reft, wenta travelling, and
only returned to brood aver the hatred he had vowed ta
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kings and the church. Naturally of a good and gentle
difpofition, his work on Man and bis Education, proves
how much Philofophifm had altered that difpofition.
There he gives full fcope to the groffeft calumny and a-
bufe, and denies daily facls, the moft publicly attefted.*
I have already fpoken of RayNaLDp ; it is not worth
our while to call DesLisLE from the oblivion which
both he and his work on the Philofophyvf Nature, have
fo long been buried in.  Still lefs that RoBINET and his
book of Nature, which is only remembered on account
of his ftrange explanations of the intelle&t by ova/ fi-
bres ; of memory by undulated or fpiral fbres ; of will
by fretted fibres ; pleafure and pain by bundles of fenfibil-
ity, and learning by bumps in the underflanding, and a
thoufand fuch like vagaries, fill nfore ridiculousif pof-

fible.+
I fhall mention ToussaiNT, as this man fhows to
what a height Atheifm raged among the confpirators.
He had undertaken the part of the corruption of mor-
‘als. Under the matk of moderation, he fucceeds by
telling youth, that nothing was to be feared from love,
this paflion only perfeiting them.f That between man
and woman rat was a fufficient claim on each other
without matrimony.§ That children are not more bebolden to
their fathers for their birthythan for the champagne they had
drlink, or the minuet they had been pleafed to dance.|| 'That
vepngeance being incompatible with God, the wicked

* I would willingly have acquitted Helvetius of this pofthu-
mous work, by faying, that'it might have been an offspring of
that fame committee, which had fathered fo many other impious
works on the dead. But'then Voltaire could not have mentioped
that woik to his brethren at Paris, as one that they muft be ac-
quainted, with. In three fucceflive letters, he attributes it to Hel-
vetius. He cenfures him on hiftory, as we have done, and D’A-
lembert, who eonld not be ignorant of its author, does not un-
deceive him. ‘The fhame then of this work, muft attach to Hel-
vetius. ‘This man writes, ina city where its archbifhop, and its
paftors were remarkable for their cart and charity to the poor,
that the clergy were fo hard-hearted that the pcor were never
feen to beg an alms of them ; and it was in that fame city where
the re&ors were perpetually feen furrounded by, and alleviating
the diftrefles of thofe fame poer. (See his work on Man, &c.)
Such were the calamnies his hatred invented, though contradi&-
ed by daily fa@ts. He might have faid, with more truth, that
many applied for alms, to ecclefiaftics and religious houfes, when
they dared notafk them elfewhere.

Of Nature, vol. the 1ft, book 4th, chap. 2, &c. &c.

I On Morals, part2 and3. .

¢ Ibid. part z and 3. || Ibid, part 3, article 4.

®
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_had nothing to fear from the punifhments of another

world.* Notwithftanding all this do&rine, the con-
fpirators looked upon him 2as a timed adept, becaufe he
owned a God in heaven, and a foul in manj; and to
punifh him they ftyled him the Capuchin Philofopher.
Happily for him he took a better way of punifhing
them, by abandoning their caufe and recanting from his
errors.t *

In vain fhould I name a croud of other writers of the
fe&. Voltaire had fo perfetly brought thefe Anti-
chriftian produtions into fafhion, that this fpecies of
literature was the refource and livelihood of thofe mife-
rable fcribblers, who fed upon their traffic in blafphemy.
Holland in particular, that miry bog, where the demon
of avarice, enthroned under the aufpices of a few
bookfellers, for a doit would have made over every
foul, every religion to impiety, was the grand afylum
of thefe ftarving infidels. Marc Michel appears to
have, been the bookfeller, who bought their blafphemies
at the higheft price. He kept in his pay one Laurent,
a monk, who had taken refuge at Amfterdam, andis
the author of the porzable divinity, and fo many other
impious works recommended by Voltaire, in thort, of
the compere Mathieu. This monk had other co-opera-
tors, whom Marc Michel paid by the theet. TItis Vol-
taire himfelf who gives us this account, and thefe %re
the works he perpetually recommends the circulation
of, as thofe of a philofophy which diffufed ‘a new light
to the univerfe.f

‘We fhall foon fee the prefles of the fecret confrater-
nity vying with thofe of Holland, in the deluging of
Europe, with thefe vile productions. Their immenfe
number brought them into fuch repute, that many
years before the revolution, there was not a petty poet,
not a novel writer; but muft needs pay his tribute to the
Philofophifm of impiety ; one would have thought that
the whole art of writing and of getting readers, con-
fifted in epigrams and farcafms againft religion, that all
fciences, even the moft foreign to religion, had equally

- confpired againft the God of Chriftianity.

The hiftory of mankind was transformed into the, art
of diftorting falts, and of direting them againft

* On Morals, +part 2, fec. 2.

+ See his Expoftulations on the Book or MoRALs.

% Let. to the Count D’Argental, 26th Sept. 1761. To D’A.
lembert, 13th Jan. 1768, To Mr. Defbordes 4th April 1768,
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Chriftianity and Revelation ; Phyfics or the hiftory of
Nature, anti-Mofaic fyftems. Medicine had its athe-
ifm, and Petit taught it at the fchools of furgery. La
Lande and Dupui imbibed their leGtures on aftronomy
with it, while others introduced it even into grammar ;
and Condorcet, proclaiming this progrefs of Philofo-
phifm, exults in feeing it defcend from the northern thrones
‘into the univerfities.* The young men walking in the
footfteps of their mafters, carried to the bar all thofe
principles, which our romancing lawyers, were to dif-

play in the Conftituent Aflembly. On leaving the col~

lege, the attorneys clerks, or thofe of a counting-houfe,
only feemed to have learned their letters in order to ar-
ticulate the blafphemies of Voltaire or Jean Jaques.
Such was the rifing generation, who fince the expul-
- fionof their former mafters, were to be found prepar-
ed for the grand revolution. Hence arofe the Mira-
_ beaux and Briflots, the Caras and Garats, the Merciers

and Cheniers. Hence in a word, all that clafs of French

literators, who appear to have been univerfally carried
away by the torrent of the French Revolution.

An apoftacy fo univerfal does not prove that litera-
ture and {cience are prejudicial in themfelves, but it
thews that men of letters, deftitute of religion, are
the moft dangerous fubje&s in the ftate. It is not ab-
folutely in that clafs that a Robefpierre and a Jourdan
is found 5 but it can afford a Petion or a Marat. It can
afford principles, fophifms, and a morality, which ter-
minate in Robefpierres gr in Jourdans ; and if thefe
latter murder a Bailly, terrify a Marmontel, and im-

rifon a La Harpe, they only terrify, murder, or imprif-
on their progenitors.

* See his artful edition of Pafcal, Advertifement, page 5.

~Vol. L. A a
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CHAP. XVI.
Conduét of the Clergy towards the Antichriftian Confpin

rators.

HILST apoftacy bore fway in the palaces of the
great, in the Schools of fcience, and that all
the higher claffes of citizens were led away from the
worfhip of their religion, fome by example, others by
the artful fophifms of the confpirators, the "duties of
the clergy could not be doubtful. It was they who were
to oppofe a bank ta the fetid torrent of impiety, and
fave the multitude from being {wept away by its waters. .
Far more than its honor or its intereft, its very name
called on the clergy by the mof facred ties of dutyand
of confcience, to guard the altar againft the attacks of
the confpirators. The leaft backwardnefs in the com-
bat would have added treafon to apoftacy. Let the hif-
torian who dared fpeak the truth on kings, be trueon
the merits of his own body, and whether it redounds
to the honor or difgrace of iis brethren, let him fpeak
the truth. Hence the future clergy will learn the line
of condu&t they areto follow, from what has been
done. The confpiracy againft Chrift isnot extin&, it
may be hidden ; but fhould itburft forth anew, muft
not the paftorknow how far his conduét may influence
or retard its progrefs ? .

If under the name of Clergy;, were comprehended all
thofe who in France wore the half-livery of the church,
all that clafs of men who in Paris, and fome of the
great towns, ftyled themfelves Abbeés, hiftory might
reproach the clergy with traitors and apoftates, from
the firlt dawn of the confpiracy. We find the Abbé
de Prades the firft apoftate, and happily firft to repent.
The Abbeé Morellet, whofe difgrace is recorded in the
repeated praifes of Voltaire and D’Alembert.* The
Abbé Condilhac, who was to fophifticate the morals of
his royal pupil, and particularly that Abbé Raynald,
whofe name alone is tantamount to twenty demoniacs
of the fe&t.

* Letter to D’Alembert, No. 65, anno 1760. To Thiriet,
26th Jan. 3763.
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Paris fwarmed with thofe Abbés; we ftill fay, the

Abbe Barthelemi, the Abbé Beaudeau, again the Abbé
Noel, the Abbé Syeyes. But the people on the whole,

-~ did not confound them with the clergy. They knew
them to be the offspring of avarice, feeking the livings
but laying the duties of the church afide, or through
ccconomy adopting the drefs while they difhonored it
by their profligacy and irreligious writings. The num-
bers of thefe amphibious animals, and particularly in
the metropolis, may be one of the fevereft reproaches
againft the clergy. However great the diftin@ions made
between thefe and the latter may have been, the repeat-

- ed fcandals of the former, powerfully helped the con-
fpiracy, by their laying themfelves open to fatire, which
retorted upon the whole body, and affeCted the real
minifters of the altar. Many of thefe Abbés who did
not believe in God, had obtained livings through means

“of the Sophifters, who by foliciting dignities for their
adepts, fought to introduce their principles, and dif-
honor the clergy by their immorality. It was the
plague they fpread in the enemy’s camp, and not da-
ring to face them in the ficld, they fought to poifon
their fprings. »

" If under the title of Clergy we only comprehend Conductef ™~
thofe who really ferved at the altar, the confpirators thetrue
riever prevailed againft them. I have fearched their 3;‘;?!;1:““
records, I have examined whether among the bifhops bcobjeét{d
and fun&ionary clergy, any of thefe adepts were to be againtt.
found, who could be claffed with the confpiring Saphif- them,
ters. Antecedent to the Perigords, D’Autuns, érthe
apoftacy of the Gobets, Gregoires, and other conftitu-
tionalifts, I only meet with the name of Briennes, and
one Judas feated in the College of the Apoftles during
the fpace of thirty years fhould fuffice.+ That Mefliers

+ Itistrue that Voltaire in his correfpondence, fometimes
flatters himfelf with the proteion of the Cardinal de Bernis,

who was then but the youthful favorite of the Marquife de Pom-
padour, or the flender poet of the Graces. The miftakes of ‘a
young man are not fufficient to prove his concert with confpira-
tors, whom he never after fupported unlefs in the expulfion of
the Jefuits. But could not what D’Alembert faid of the parlia-
ments apply to him, ¢ Forgive them, Lord, for they know not
¢ what they do, mor whefe commands they obey.” D’Alem-
bert writes in a quite other ftyle, when he fpeaks ef Briennes ;
he thews him a¢ting the moft refolute part of a traiter, i fupport
of the confpiracy, and fimply hiding his game frem the clergy.

(See particularly letter of the 4th anﬁ 21ft Dec. 1770.)

I found fome few.letters alfo, mentioning the Prince Lewisde

-
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reQtor of Etrepigny in Champagne might be added,

were it certain that his impious Laf# Will and Teffa-

ment, was not a forgery of the Sophifters, attributed
to him after his death.

In the times when the revolution drew near Philofo-
phifm attached itfelf to the convents of men and foon
produced Dom Gerles and his confederates, but this be-
longed to a different clafs of confpirators, who are to
be the future objet of our Memoirs. At all times the
body of the clergy preferved the purity of its faith, a
diftin&ion might have been made between the zealous
edifying ecclefiaftics, and the lax not to fay fcandalous
oues ; but that of believing and unbelieving could never
ftand. Never could the confpirators exult in this latter
diftintion. Would they not have availed themfelves
of their decreafing faith, as they did of the incredulity
of the minifters of Geneva.* On the contrary, nothing .
but the moft fcurrilous abufe is uttered againit the cler-
gy for their zeal in fupport of Chriftianity, and the fa-
tire of the Sophifters redounds to their immortal honor. -

The purity of faith alone was not fufficient in the
clergy ; examples far more powerful than leflons, were
neceflary to oppofe the torrent of impiety. Itis true
that in the greater part of their paftors the people be-
held it in an eminent degree, but the majority will not
fuffice. Thofe who are acquainted with the powers of
impreffion, know but too well, that one bad ecclefiaf-
tic does more harm than a hundred of the moft virtu-
ous can do good. All fhould have been zealous but
many were lax. There were among thofe who ferved
the altars men unworthy of the fanétuary. Thefe
were ambitious men, who owing good example to their
diocefles preferred the intrigues and pomp of the capi-
tal. It is true that fuch a conda& could not have con-
ftituted vice in the worldling, but what may be light in
the world, is often monftrous in the church. The So-

Rohan, feconding their intrigues en the reception of Marmentel
at the acadenzy, condefcending, as D’Alembert fays, from Co-
adjutor of a Catholic Church, to become the Coadyutor of Phi-
lofophy. (Let. 8th Dec. 1763.) If fuch an error in a prince, nat-
urally noble and generous, proves that he was miftaken in think-
ing that he barely prote@ed literature, in the perfon of an adept,
it does not for that prove him to have been initiated into the fe-
crets of thofe who abufed his protetion, and ended by fporting
with his perfon.

¥ See the Encyclopedia, article GENEVA ; and letter of Vol-
gaire to Mr. V . ’
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phifters in particular with their morals, were not au-
thorifed to reprobate thofe of the delinquent clergy.
‘Where is the wonder that fome few unworthy members
fhould have intruded on the fantuary, when the ene-
mies of the church had poffefled themfelves of its aven-
ues, in order to bar the preferment of thofe, whofe:
virtues or learning they dreaded ; how could it be
otherwife, when the bifhops withing te repel an un-
worthy member, Choifeul anfwered, ¢ Such are the
¢ men we want and will have :” or when the irreligious
nobleman'only beheld in the riches of the church, the
inheritance oty a fon not lefs vicious than his father.

The clergy might certainly have thus replied to their
enemies. And true itis, that if any thing could afton-
ith hiftory, it is not, that with all thefe intrigues and
ambition, fome few bad paftors had been intruded on
the church, but rather that fo many good ones, worthy
of their titles, yet remained. But the crimes of the
firft inftigators, does not excufe the fcandals of thofe
paftors who gave it. Let the future clergy find this
avowal recorded, let thofe men be acquainted with
whatever inflaenced the progrefs of the Antichriftian
Revolution, whofe duty effentially militates againft that
progrefs, and renders the leaft pretext given, criminal
in them.

But hiftory muft alfo declare, that if the remiffnefs “Their re-
of fome few may have been a pretence for the confpi- fiftance to
rators, that the majority made a noble ftand againft ™P'*V*
them, and though fome few fpots could be found, the
body was neverthelefs fplendent with the light of its
virtues, which fhone forth with redoubled luftre, when
impiety at length, ftrong in its progrefs, threw off the’
mafk. Then rifing above its powers the clergy are not
to be intimidated death, or the rigors of-a long
exile, and the Sophifter unwillingly bluthed at the ca-
lumnies he had fpread, when he reprefented thofe men
as more attached to the riches than to the faith of -the
church. Their riches remained in the hands of the
banditti, while that faith crowns the archbifhops, bifh-
ops and ecclefiaftics butchered at the Carmes, or con-
foles thofe who have found a refugein foreign coun-
tries, from the armies and bloody decrees of the Jaco-
bins. Every where poor, and living on the beneficence
of thofe countries, but powerfully rich in the purity of
their faith and teftlimony of their confciences.
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But the clergy had not waited thefe awful days to op-
pofe the principles of the confpirators. From the firft
days of the confpiracy we can trace their oppofition 3
fcarce had impicty raifed its voice when the clergy
fought to confound it : the Encyclopedia was not half

rinted when it was profcribed in their affemblies 5 ‘nor

s a fingle one been held for thefe fifty years paft,
which has not warned the throne and the magiftracy of
the progrefs of Philofophifm.*

At the head of the prelates who oppofed it, we find
Mr. de Beaumont archbithop of Paris, whofe name hif-
tory could not pafs over without injuftice ; generous as
an Ambrofe, he was fired with his zeal. and fteadinefs
againft the enemies of the faith. The Janfenifts ob-
tained his exile, and the Antichriftians would willingly
have fent him to the fcaffold ; but there would he have
braved their poignards, as he did the Janfenifts; when
returning from his exile, he might be faid to have ac-
quired new vigor to oppofe them both.

Many other bifhops following his example, to the
moft unblemifhed morals, added their paftoral inftruc-
tions. Mr. de Pompignan then Bithop of Puy refuted
the errors of Voltaire and Jean Jaques ; the Cardinal
de Luynes warned his flock againft the Syflem of Na-
ture ; the Bifhops of Boulogne, Amiens, Auch and
many others, more powerfully edified their diocefes by
their example even than by their writings, nor did thete

‘pafs a fingle year, but what fome bifhop combated the

increafing progrefs of the impious confpirators.

If .the fophiftry of the fe€t continued its ravages, it
was not the fault of the bifhops or the religious writess. -
The Sorbonne expofed it in their cenfures. The Abbe
Bergier viGtorioufly purfues Deifm in its very laft re~
trenchments, and makes it bluth at its own contradic-
tions. To the fophifticated Jearning of the confpira-
tors, he oppofed a more loyal application and a truer
knowledge of antiquity and of the weapons it furnifh-
ed to religion.t The Abbé Guénée with all that ur-
banity and attic falt which he was mafter of, obliges
Voltaire to humble himfelf at the fight of his own ig-
norance and falfe criticifm of facred writ.} The Abbe
Gerard had found a method of fan&ifying novels them-
felves. Under the moft engaging forms, he reclaims,

* See the atts of the clergy fince the year 1750,

+ His Deifm refuted, and his Anfwer to Freret,
T Letters of fome Portuguefe Jews,
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youth from vice and its tortuous.ways, and reftores hif-
tory to its primitive truth. The Abbé Pey had fearch-
ed all the monuments of the church to reinftate it in its
real rights, and under the fimple form of a catechifm,
we fee the Abbé Feller, or Flexier Dureval, uniting
every thing that reafon, truth or fcience can oppofe
againft the Sophifters.

Prior to all thefe champions of the faith, the Abbé
Duguet had vitorioufly vindicated the principles of
Chriftianity, and the Abbé Hauteville had demonftra-
ted the truth of it from hiftory. From the firft dawn
of the confpiracy, the Pere Berthier and aflociates had,
in the Journal de Trevoix, particularly expofed the er~
rors of the Encyclopedifts. In fine if the Celfi and
Porphirii were numerous, religion had not loft its Juftins
or its Origens. In thefe latter times as in the primitive
days of Chriftianity, he who fincerely fought after
truth muft have found it in the vi€torious argumentsof
the religious authors, oppofed to the fophifms of the
confpirators. And it may be faid that many points of
religion had been placed in a clearer light, than they had
been before, by thefe modern apologifts.

The Chriftian orators feconded their bifthops and per-
petually called the attention of the people to their dan-

ger. 'The refutation of Philofophi{m ‘was become the

obje&t of their public difcourfes. The Pere Neuville,
and after him Mr. de Senez, infine, the Pere Beaure-
gard in particular, feem to have been fired by that holy
zeal. That fudden infpiration with which he appeared
to be feized in the Cathedral Church of Paris, is not
yet forgotten ; when thirteen years before the revolu-
tion, expounding the different maxims and expofing the
plans of modern Philofophifm, he makes the vaults of
the temple refound with words too fhamefully verified
by the revolution, and exclaims in a prophetic ftrain :
¢ Yes it is at the king—at the king and at religion
¢« the philofophers aim their blows. They have graf-
¢ ped the hatchet and the hammer, they only wait the
¢ favorable moment to overturnthe altar and the throne.
¢« —Yes, my God, thy temples will be plundered and
¢ deftroyed ; thy feftivals abolithed ; thy facred name
¢¢ blafphemed ; thy worfhip profcribed.—But what
s¢ founds, Great God, do I hear, what do I behold !
¢ to the facred canticles which caufed the vaults of this
¢« temple to refound to thy praifes, fucceed wanton and
¢¢ prophanc fongs! And thou infamous Deity of Pa-
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¢ gani{m, impure Venus, thou durft advance hither
¢« even, and audacioufly in the place of the living God,
¢ feat thyfelf on the throne of the Holy of Holies,
« and there receive the guilty incenfe of thy new
¢ adorers.” .

This difcourfe was heard by a numerous audience,
carried by their own piety or attralted by the eloquence
of the orator ; by adepts themfelves, who attended in
hopes of carping at his exprefhions ; by dofors of the
laws whom we were acquainted with, and who often
repeated them to us, long before we had feen them
printed in various publications. The adepts cried out,
fedition and fanaticifm. The doétors of the law only
retralted the feverity of their cenfures after they had
feen the predi&tion completely accomplifhed.

Such ftrong cautions from the clergy, and the means
they oppofed, retarded the progrefs of the Sophifters,
but could not triumph over the confpiracy. It was too
deep, the black arts -of fedu@ion had been too well
planned in the hidden dens of the confpirators. I have

“ftill to unfold fome of their dark myfteries, and when

light fhall have fhone upon them, with furprife fhall the
reader afk, not how it was poffible, with fo much zeal .
on the part of the clergy, thatthe altar was overthrown,
but on the contrary, how the fall of the temple had
been fo long delayed ¢
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CHAP, XVII.

New and deeper Means Zf the Confpirators, to feduce even
the loweft Claffes of the Pegple.

HEN Voltaire had fworn to annihilate Chrif-
tianity, he little flattered himfelf with drawing
the generality of nations into his apoftacy. His pride
is often fatisfied with the progrefs Philofophifm had
made among thofe who governed, or were made to govern,
and among men of letters ;* for a long time he does nat
appear to envy Chriftianity, the inferior claffes of fo-
ciety, which he does not comprehend under the appel-
lation of the better fort. The falls, we are about to
lay before the reader, will fhow to what new extent,
the confpiratars fought to carry their impious zeal, and
by what artifices Chrift was to be deprived of all war-
fhip, even from the loweft populace.

A doftor, known in France by the name of Duquef-
nai, had fo well infinuated himfelf into the favor of
Lewis XV. that the king ufed to call him his thinker.
He really appeared to have deeply meditated on the
happinefs of the fubje&, and he may have fincerely
wifhed it ; neverthelefs he was but a fyftem-maker, and
the founder of that fe€t of Spphifters called (Econoe
mifts, becaufe the ceconomy and order to be introduced
into the finances, and other means of alleviating the
diftrefles of the people, were perpetually in their
mouths, If fgme few of thefe (Economifts, fought
nothing further in their fpeculations, it is at leaft certain,
that their writers, little hid their hatred for the Chrifa
tian religion. Their works abound in paffages which
fhow their with of fubftituting natural religion, at leaft
to the Chriftian religion and revelation.+ Their affe&-
ation of folely fpeaking of agriculture, adminiftration
and ceconomy, render them lefs liable to fufpicion,
than thofe confpirators perpetually forwarding their
impiety.

* Letter to D’Alembert, 13th Dec. 1263. :

1 See the analylis of thote works, by Mr, Le Gros, Prevoft
of St. Louis du Louvre. ’ ‘

Vol. L Bb
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Their plan  Duquefnai and his adepts, had more efpecially un.

for free
fehools.

The con-
fpirators

fupport

she plan.

dertaken to perfuade their readers, that the country
people, -and mechanics in towns, were entirely defti-
tute of that inftruction neceffary for their profeffions.
‘That men of this clafs, unable to acquire knowledge by
reading, pined away in an ignorance equally fatal to
themfelves and to the ftate. That it was neceffary to
eftablifh free fchools, and particularly throughout the

country, where children could be brought up to differ- .

ent trades, and inftructed in the principles of agricul-
ture. D’Alembert, and the Voltarian adepts, foon
perceived what advantages they could reap from thefe
eftablithments. In union with the (Economifts, they
prefented various memorials to Lewis XV. in which,
not only the temporal but even the {piritaal advantages
of fuch eftablifhments, for the people are ftrongly ur-
ged. Theking, who really loved the people, embraced
the projeét with warmth. He opened his mind, on
the fubje&, to Mr. Bertin, whom he honored with his
confidence, and had entrufted with his privy purfe.
It was from frequent converfations with this minifter,
that the memorial from which we extract the following
account was drawn up. It is Mr. Bertin himfelf that
fpeaks. .

¢¢ Lewis XV. faid that minifter, having entrufted
¢ me with the care of his privy purfe, it was natural
¢¢ that he fhould mention to me an eftablifhment, of
¢ which his Majefty was to defray the expence. Ihad
* long fince clofely obferved the different fects of our
«¢ philofophers ; and though I had much to reproach
¢ myfelf as to the practice, I had at leaft preferved the
¢ principles of my religion. T had little doubt of the
¢¢ efforts of the Philofophers to defyroy it. I was fen-
¢ fible that they wifhed to have the dire&ion of thefe
¢ fchools themfelves, and by that means, feizing on
¢¢ the education of the people, under pretence that
¢¢ the-bifhops and ecclefiaftics, who had hitherto fu-
¢¢ perintended them and their teachers, could not be
¢ competent judges in fubje&s fo little fuited to cler-
« gymen. I apprehended that their obje¢t was not fo
¢ much to give leflons on agriculture, to the children
¢ of hufbandmen and trades-people, as to withdraw
¢¢ them from their habitual inftructions on their cate-
¢ chifm, or on their religion. o - :

¢« I did not hefitate to declare to the king, that the
¢ intentions of the Phiiofophers were very. different
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from his. I know thofe confpirators, I faid, and
beware, Sire, of feconding them. Your kingdom
is not deficient in free fchools, or nearly free ; they
are to be found in every little town, and nearly in
every village, and perhaps they are already but too
numerous. It is not books that form mechanics and
plowmen. The books and mafters, fent by thefe
philofophers, will ratherinfufe {fyftem than induftry,
into the country people. I tremble left they render
them idle, vain, jealous, and fhortly difcontented,
feditious, and at length rebellious. 1 fear, left the
whole fruit of the expenece, they feek to put your
Majefty to, will be to gradually obliterate,in the hearts
of the people, its love for their religion and their
fovereign.

¢ To thefe arguments, I added whatever my mind
could fuggeft, to difuade his Majefty. I advifed
him, in place of paying and fending thofe mafters,
which the Philofophers had chofen, to employ the
fame {ums, for multiplying the catechifts, and in
fearching for good and patient men, whom his Ma-
jefty, in concert with the bithops, fhould fupport, in
order to teach the poor peafantry the principles of
religion, and to teach it them by rote, as the reCtors
and curates do to thofe children who do not know
how to read.

¢¢ Lewis XV. feemed to relith my arguments, but
the philofophers renewed their attacks. They had
people about his perfon, who never ceafed to urge
him, and the king could not perfuade himfelf, that
his thinker, Duquefnai, and the other Philofophers,
were capable of fuch deteftable views. He was fo
conftantly befet by thofe men, that during the laft
twenty years of his reign, in the daily converfations
which he honored me with, I was perpetually em-
ployed in combating the falfe ideas he had imbibed,
on the (Economifts and their aflociates.

¢« At length determined to give the king proof pofi-
tive that they impofed upon him, I fought to gain the
confidence of thofe pedlars who travel through the
country, and expofe their goods to fale in the vil-
lages, and at the gates of country feats. I fufpe-
ed thofe in particular who dealt in books, to be noth-
ing lefs than the agents of Philofophifm with the
good country falks. Inmy excurfions into the couna
try, I above all fixed my attention on the latter.
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¢ When they offered me a book to buy, I queftioned
¢ them what might be the books they ¥\ad ? Probably
&« Catechifms or Prayer-bpoks ? Few others are read in
« the villages ? At thefe words I have feen many fmile.
¢ No, they an{wered, thofe are not our works; we
¢¢ make much more money of Voltaire, Diderot, or
¢« other philofophic writings. What | fays I, the
« country people bdy Voltaire and Diderot ?# Where
& do they find the money for fuch dear works ? Their
« conftant anfwer was, We have them at a much
¢ ‘cheaper rate than Prayer-bookss we may fell them at
¢ ten fols (5d.) 4 voluine, and have a pretty profit into
e« the bargain. Queftioning fome of them Ttill farther,
¢ many of them owned, that thofe books coft them
¢¢ nothing ; that they received whole bales of them,
« without knowing whence they came, fimply defired
-« tofell them in their journeys at the loweft price.”

Such was the account given by Mr. Bertin, ‘and par-
ticularly during his retreat at Aix la Chapelle. Al
that he faid of thofe pedlars perfeétly coincides with
what I have heard many re€tors of fmall towns and
villages complain of. They looked upon thefe hawking
bookfellers as the pefts of their parifhes, and as the
agents of the pretended philofophers in the circulation
of their impiety.

Lewis XV. warned by the difcovery made by his min=
flter, at length was fatisfied that the eftablithment of
thefe fchools fo much promoted by the confpirators,
would only be a new mean of fedution in their hands.
He abandoned the plan, but perpetually harraffed by the
prote&ing Sophifters, he did not ftrike at the root of
the evil, and but feebly impeded its progrefs. The
pedlars continued to ferve the meafures of the confpira-
tors, but this was but one of the inferior means em-

A ployed to fupply the delay of their free fchools, as 2
‘ new difcovery brought one far more fatal to light.

. . Many years prior to the French Revolution, a re&tor
E?&fc“?“ of the diocefe of Embrun, had had frequent contefts
;‘hevfﬁ:;:& with the fchool-mafter of the village, charging him
: - with corrupting the morals of his pupils, and with dif-

tributing moft irreligious books among them. The lord
of the village, one of the proteing adepts, fupported
the fchool-mafter ; the good rector applied to his arch-
bithop. Mr. Salabert D’Anguin, Vicar-general, dcfir-
ed'to fee the library of the mafter. It was filled with'
thefe fort of works : but the delinquent, fo far from

L d
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denying the ufe he made of them, with a pretended fim-
plicity, faid he had always heard thofe works fpoken of

187

in the higheft terms ; and, like the hawkers, declared )

that he was not at the trouble of buying them, as they
were fent to him free of all cofts.

At about a league from Liege, and in the adjacent vil-
{ages, mafters [till more perfidious, carried their means
-of corruption to a far greater extent. Thefe would af-
femble a certain number of trades-people and poor coun-
try feltows, who had not learned to read, on certain
-<days, at particular hours. In thefe meetings, one of

‘the pupils of the profeflor would read in an audible -

voice, a chapter in fome work with which he himfelf
‘had already been perverted. For example one of Vol-
taire’s romances, then the Sermon of the Fifty, the pre-
‘tended Good Senfe, or other works of the fect furnifhed
by the mafter. Thofe that abounded in calumny and
abufe againft the clergy, were particularly read. Thefe
meetings, the fore-runners of the Liege revolution,
were only difcovered when an honeft and religious car-

penter, who worked for a canon of that cathedral, de-

clared the forrow he had conceived in finding his two
fons at one of thefe meetings reading fuch le€tures to
about a dozen of country fellows. On this difcovery,
a:proper fearch was made in the adjaceat country, and
many fchool-mafters were found guilty of the fame per-
fidy; and, terrible to fay, by the exterior pradtice of
their religion, thefe men had done away all fufpicion of
fuch infernal dealings; The refearches were carried
ftill further, and the plots were traced up to D’Alem-
bert ; the following was the refult of this new difcov-
ery. It is the very perfon to whom the honeft carpen-
ter opened his mind, and who made the neceffary per-
quifitions on fo important an obje&t, who gave me the
following information.

In fecking what men had been the promoters of thefe
corrupters of youth, they were found to be proteted
by men whofe connexions with the Sophifters of the
day, were no fecret. At length they were traced to
D’ Alembert himfelf, and his office for tutors. It was
to this office that all thofe heretofore mentioned addrefi-
ed themfelves, who wanted the recommendation of
the Sophifters to obtain a place of preceptor or tutor in
the houfes of the great or wealthy. But at this period,
private education was not the fole objeét of D’Alem.-
ibert. He now had eftablifhed a correfpondence through-

D’Alem-
_bert’s com-
mittee of
education.
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" out the provinces and beyond the kingdom. Nota

place of profeflor in a college, or of a fimple {chool.

" mafter in a village became vacant, but what he or his

coadjutors were immediately informed of it by his
agents. Alfo of the perfons who petitioned for thefe
places, of thofe who fhould be accepted or rejeted,
and of ‘the means neceflary to be employed, or perfons
to be applied to, to obtain the nomination of an adept
competitor, or of thofe who were to be fent from
Paris ;' in fhort, of the proper inftrutions to be given
to the eleted with regard to local circumftances, or the
more or lefs progrefs Philofophifm had made around
them. Hence the impudence of the fchool-mafter in
the diocefe of Embrun, and that hypocrify in thofe of
the principality of Liege, where a government totally
ecclefiaftical was to be feared, and where infidelity had
not yet made the fame ravages it had in France.

It is thus that D’Alembert, faithful to the miffion
Voltaire had given him, to enlighten youth as much aslay
n bis power,® had extended his means of feducing them.
Voltaire no longer regretted the colony of Cleves. That
smanufallure of impiety which was to have been its chief
ebjedt, the philofophic confraternity, like to that of the
Lree-mafons, the SECRET ACADEMY, more zealous in
crufhing Chrift and his religion, than any other ever
had been in the propagation of {cience or learning, were
new eftablithed in Paris. And it was in the capital of
the Moft Chriftian empire, that thefe aflociations were
held, the parents of the revolution that was to bring
devaftation on France, and deftruCtion on - Chriftianity
throughout the world. This was the laft myfery of My-
tra ; this was the deepeft intrigue of the confpirators ;
nor do I know that it has been laid open by any writer.
In the correfpondence of the Sophifters, no trace can
be difcovered of this intrigue, at leaft in what the adepts
have publithed. They had their reafons for fupprefling
fuch letters, for even in the firft days of the revolution,
would not the people have been indignant on hearing
of fuch means to wreft their religion from them, and
never would fuch a myftery of iniquity have emerged
from the darknefsin which it had been conceived, if
Providencehad not ordained that the unfortunate adept
we are about to fpeak of, tortured with remorfe, thould
make an avowal of it.

* Letter 15th of Sept. i76§.
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Before we publifh his declaration ourfelves, it is in- Difcovery
cumbent on us to fay by what means we became ac- ‘c’:e:h:c:;;
quainted with it, and what precautions we have taken my, and of
to afcertain the authenticity of it. The honor and its means.
probity of the perfon who gave us the account, placed

- its veracity beyond all doubt, neverthelefs we requefted
to have it under his fignature.  Still further, feeing that
a great nobleman was mentioned as a witnefs, and even
as the fecond afor in the fcene, we did not hefitate in
applying direétly to him. This nobleman, of diftin-
guithed honor, virtue and courage, bears the firft dif-
tin&tion of French knighthood, and is in London at
this prefent time. We attended to the recital he was
pleafed to make, and found it perfe&tly confonant with
the figned memorial we had carried with us. If his
name is omitted, it is only becaufe he was loath to fee it
appearin a fact that criminates the memory of afriend,
whofe error was rather owing to the fedution of the
Sophifters than to his own heart, and whofe repentance
in fome fort atoned for the crime he had been guilty of.
The following is the fa&, which will complete the
proofs, as yet only drawn from the letters of the con-
{pirators themfelves.

About the middle of the Month of September, 1789,
that is a little more than a fortnight antecedent to the
atrocious f;th and 6th of O&ober, at a time when the
conduét of the National Affembly, having thrown the
people into all the horrors of a revolution, indicated
that they would fet no bounds to their pretenfions, Mr.

Le Roy, Lieutenant of the King’s Hunt, and an Acad-
emician, was at dinner at Mr. D’Angevillier’s, Inten-
dant of the Buildings of his Majefty, the converfation
turned on the difafters of the revolution, and on thofe
that were too clearly to be forefeen. Dinner over, the
nobleman abovementioned, a friend of Le Roy, but
hurt at having feen him fo great an admirer of the So-
phifters, reproached him with it in the. following ex-
preflive words.  Well, this however is the work of PHI-
rosorryY ! Thunder-firuck at thefe words,—Alas ! cri-
ed the Academician, 2o whom do you fay fo ? I know it
but too well, and I fball die of grief and remorfe! At the
word remorfe, the fame . nobleman queftioned him
whether he had fo greatly contributed towards the rev-
olution, as to upbraid himfelf with it in that violent Avowal
manner ? ¢ Yes, anfwered he, I have contributed to 224 forrow

! of its fec-
¢ it, and far more than I was aware of. I was fecre~ retary.
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¢ tary to the committee to which you are indebted for
¢ jt, but I call heaven to witnefs, that I never thought
¢¢ it would come to fuch lengths. You have feen me
¢ in the kinp’s fervice, and you know that I love his
¢ perfon. I little thought of bringing his fubjetts to.
s¢ this pitch, and I fball die of grief and remorfe I”

Prefled to explain what he meant by this committee,
this fecret fociety, entirely new to the whole company,
the Academician refumed : ¢ This fociety was a fort
¢ of club that we had formed among us philofophers,
$¢ and only admitted into it perfons on whom we could
s¢ perfectly rely. Our fittings were regularly held at the
¢ Baron D'Holbach’s. Left our obje& fhould be fur-
¢ mifed, we called ourfelves (Bconomifts. We created
¢ Voltaire, though abfent, our honorary and perpetual
¢¢ prefident. Our principal members were D’ Alembert,
¢ Turgot, Condorcet, Diderot, La Harpe, and that La«
¢ moignon Keeper of the Seals who, on his di{miffion,
¢ fhot himfelf in his park.”

The whole of this declaration was accompanied with
tears and fighs, when the adept, deeply penitent, con-
tinued : ¢¢ The following were our oecupations ; the
“ moft of thofe works which have appeared for this
¢ long time paft againft religion, morals and govern-
¢ ment, were ours, or thofe of authors devoted to us.
¢ They were all compofed by the members or by the
¢ orders of the fociety. Before they were fent to the
¢« prefs, they were delivered in at our office. There
« we revifed and corre&ted them ;3 added to or curtailed
¢ them according as circumftances required. When
¢ our philofophy was too glaring for the times, or for
¢¢ the object of the work, we brought it to a lower
¢ tint, and when we thought that we might be more
¢¢ daring than the author, we fpoke more openly. In
¢ a word, we made our writers fay exactly what we
¢¢ pleafed. Then the work was publithed under the

-

. ¢¢ title or name we had chofen, the better to hide the

¢¢ hand whence it came. Many fuppofed to have been
¢¢ pofthumous works, fuch as Cbhriffianity Unmafked,
¢« and divers others, attributed to Freret and Boulan-
s¢ ger, after their deaths, were iffued from our fociety.

¢ When we had approved of thofe works, we be-
¢ gan by printing them on fine or ordinary paper, in
¢ fufficient number to pay our expences, and then an
¢« immenfe number on the commoneft paper. Thefe
£ laster we fent to hawkers and bookfellers free of cofts,
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& or nearly fo, who were to circulate them among the
¢ people at. the loweft rate. ' Thefe were the means
¢ ufed to pervert the people and bring them to the
¢ prefent ftate you fee them in. I fhall not fee them
¢ long, for I fball die of grief and remorfe !

This recital had made the company fhudder, never-
thelefs they could not but be ftruck at the remorfe and
horrid fituation in which they beheld the fpeaker.
Their indignation for Philofophifm was carried ftill fur-
ther, when Le Roy explained the meaning of Ecr :
L'1NF (Ecrafez Pinfame, crufb the wretch, ) with which
Voltaire concludes fo many of his letters. The reader
will perceive, that in the whole of thefe Memoirs we
had uniformly given the fame explanation ; and indeed
the contéxt of thé letters makes the fenfe evident ; but
he revealed what we fhould not have dared affert on our
own authority, that all thofe to whom Voltaire wrote
under that horrid formula,” were members or initiated
into the myfteries of this fecret committee. He alfo
declared what we have already faid on the plan of ele-
vating Briennes to the archbithopric of Paris, and many
other particulars, which he related, and that would
have been precious for hiftory, but have efcaped the
memory of thofe prefent. None of them could give
me any information as to the exact time when this fe-
cret academy was formed 3 but it appears from the dif-

covery made by Mr. Bertins, that it muft have exifted -

long before the death of Lewis XV. :

I think it neceffary, on this occafion, to lay before’

my reader a letter of March 1763, which Voltaire
writes to Helvetius. ¢ Why, fays he to his zealous
« brother, do the worfhippers of reafon live in filence
« and fear ? They are not fufficiently acquainted with
¢ their own firength. What fhould hinder them from
«¢ having a little prefs of their own, and from publithing
¢ {mall works, thort and ufeful, and which fbould only
¢ be confided to their friends. This wasthe method fol-
¢ lowed by thofe who printed the laft will of the good
¢ and honeft curate (Meflier,) his teftimony is certainly
¢ of great weight. It is further certain, that you and
 your friends. could with the greateft facility, pen the beft
« ‘ayorks poffible, and throw them into circulation without
¢ expofing yourfelves in the leaf.”

There alfo exifts another letter, in which Voltaire,
under the name of Fean Patourel, heretofore a Jefuit,

Vol. I. Cec

o a «w
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and in his ironic ftyle, feeming to felicitate Helvetius
on his pretended converfion, defcribes the method em-
ployed for the circulation of thofe works, among the
lower claffes. ¢ In oppofition to the Chriffian peda-
¢ gogue, and the Think well on it, books formerly fo
¢« much famed for the converfions they had wrought ;
¢ pretty little philofophic warks are cleverly circulated 3
¢ thefe little books rapidly fucceed each other. They
¢ are not fold, they are given to people who can be velied
< on, who in their turn diffribute them, to women and
¢ young pesple. At one time it is the Sermon of the fifty,
s¢ attributed to the King of Prufka; at another an ex-
¢ traél from the will, of the unfortunate curate Jean
¢ Meflier, who, on his death-bed, implored forgive-
¢ nefs of his God, for having taught Chriftianity, or
< laftly, the Catechifm of the heneff man, written by a
¢ certain Abbé Durand, (that is Voltiare himfelf.”*)

Thefe two letters may throw great light on the fub-
je&. Firft, we fee Voltaire giving the plan of a fecret
fociety, which perfectly coincides with the one defcri-
bed by Le Roi ; fecondly, that one of a fimilar nature
exifted at Ferney ; thirdly, that it had not taken place,
at the period when thefe letters were written, as he
prefles the eftablifhment of it. But on the other fide,
the pretended pofthumous works of Freret and Boulan-
ger, which the adept Le Roy declares to have been if-
fued from this fecret academy, holding its fittings at
the Baron D’Holbach’s, were publifhed in 1756 and
1757.+ It therefore appears that this fecret committee
was eftablithed at Paris, between the years 1763 and
1766. That is to fay, that for three and twenty years
preceding the revolution, they had been inceflantly at-
tempting to feduce the. people by thofe artifices and in-
trigues, the fhame of which, drew the above avowal
from its repenting fecretary. Such would have been
the manufa&ture of Voltaire’s colony. ' .

It was with truth, that this unhappy ade’Bt repeated,
I fball die of grief and remorfe ; for he did“not furvive
his avowal three months. When he.mentioned the
principal members, he added that all thofe to whom
Voltaire wrote under the abominable formula of Gr:{i
the Wretch, were either members, or initiated into the
myfteries of this fecret academy..

* Letter to Helvetius, 25th Auguft, 1763.
+ See L’Antiquiré devoilée, Amfterdam, anne 1766, and 'Bx»
amen des Apologiftes du Chriftianiime, anno 1767. = -
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In following this rule the firft of thefe adepts will Damila-
certainly be Damilaville, who exulted fo much on hear- ville.

ing that none but the rabble were left to worfhip Chrift ;
for it is to him in particular, that Voltaire always ends
his letters by, cruth the wretch. This man was him-
felf very little above that rabble he fo much defpifed.
He had made a fmall fortune by being one of the clerks
in the office for the tax called the Vingtiemes, and had
a falary of about 18ol. per ann. His philofophy had
not taught him the fpirit of poverty, as we fee Voltaire
excufing himfelf, on his not having been able to pro-
cure him a more lucrative employment.*

The diftin&tive chara&er, which Voltaire gives him
in one of his letters, is that of Aating God ; could that
have given rife to their great intimacy ? It was through
his means, that he tranfmitted his moft impious produc~
tions or particular fecrets to the confpirators. We
fhould have remained in the dark, as to his literary tal-
ents, had it not been fora letter from Voltaire to the
Marquis de Villevieille, which fo perfectly defcribes
the meannefs of the Sophifters, and how diftant they
were from the true Philofopher, ready to facrifice every
thing in the caufe of truth. ¢ No, my dear friend
¢ (fays Voltaire to the Marquis,) themodern Socratefes
# will not drink hemlock. The Athenian Socrates,
% with refpeét to us, was a very imprudent man, an
¢ eternal quibbler, and who foolifhly fet his judges at
* defiance.”

¢« Our philofophers of thefe days, are wifer than
¢ that, They are not poffefled with that foolith vanity
¢ of putting their names to their works. Theyarein-
¢ vifible hands, who, from one end of Europe to the
s¢ other, pierce fanaticilm with the fhafts of truth.
¢ Damilaville is juft dead, he was the author of Chri/~
s¢ tianity unmafked (which he had publithed as a pofthu-
« mous work of Boulanger’s) and of many other wri-
s¢ tings. It was never known, and bis friends kept bis fe-
& cret with a fdelity worthy of Philofophy.”t

Such then is the author of that famous work, which
the Sophifters had given us, as flowing from the pen
- of one of their moft learned adepts. Damilaville, un-
der the name of Boulanger, from' his publican-office
fallies forth the pheenix of modern Philofophifm, an
with the courage of a Sophifter, fhrinks from his owa

* Gen. Cor. let. to Damilaville, 2d Pec. r757.
1 20th Dec. 1768. ‘

[}
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works, left they coft him dearly, if ever called upon to
fupport his principles before the tribunals. He alfo
would have fhrunk from the hemlock potion, in the in-
famy and eternal fhame, that fuch abominable calum-
nies as he had vomited forth againft Chriftianity, muft
have overpowered him with.

This adept, fo worthy of Voltaire’sand D’ Alembert’s
friendfhip, died a bankrupt clerk in office, and had
been parted from his wife, for the laft twelve years.
Voltaire is his panegyrift when he fays, ¢« Ifhall always
¢ regret Damilaville, 1loved the intrepidity of hisfoul,
¢ he was enthufiaftic like St. Paul, he was a neceflary
¢ man.”* Decency forbids us to quote the remainder
of the panegyric.

Next to this Sophifter, whofe chief merits appear to
have been his enthufiaftic Atheifm, we find the Count
D’Argental. I havealready fpokenof his intimacy with
Voltaire, and only mention him, as one of thofe ini-
tiated in the fecret myfteries of the fecret acadcr;uly 5 be-
ing one of thofe correfpondents with whom Voltaire
exprefles himfelf in the moft unreferved manner on his
plan of cruthing Chrift.+ \

On the fame claim a fort of fcribbler called Thiriot is
to be aggregated to the academy. Neither more eleva-
ted than Damilaville in rank or fortune ; he for a longer
time fubfifted on Voltaire’s benefaions, who firft made
him his difciple and then his agent. Brother Thiriot
added ingratitude to his impiety, and Voltaire complain-
ed bitterly of him. But Thiriot notwithftanding his
ingratitude, always remained impious, which reconci-
led him to Voltaire and preferved him within the frater-
nal embrace of the confpirators.{ ,

It is with concern that Mr. Saurin is feen 2 member
of this academy. Certainly it is not his literary works
which raife this fentiment, for were it not for his Trag-
edy of Spartacus, both his profe and verfe, would
equally, be forgotten ; but we are told that it was rath-
er to his want of fortune, than to his difpofition, that
he owed his connexions with the Sophifters. He is even
faid to have beena man of great probity, but that he
was drawn into that fociety, for the confideration of a
penfion of a thoufand crowns which Helvetius paid

* 23d December 1769, 13th of January, &c. )

+ See numbers of lettersin the General Correfpondence.

I See Correfpondence and Letters to D’Alembert, and letters
from the Marchionefs of Chatellet to the Kiog of Pruffia,
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him. What an excufe! And where is the probity of
the man who will facrifice his religion to his intereft ;
and for a penfion coalefce with thofe who confpire
againft his God ? We fee Voltaire writing to Saurin
himfelf, and placing him on the fame line with Helve-
tius and the initiated brethren, entrufting him with the
fame fecrets, and exhorting him to the fame warfare
_ againft Chrift. As we have never feen him difclaim
* the connexion, the thame of it muft attach to him.*

A Swifs Baron of the name of Grimm muft neceffa-
rily find his place here. He was the worthy friend and
co-operator of Diderot, like him travelling to Peterf-
burg to form adepts, then returning to Paris, he alfo
joins in his abfurdities, repeats after him, that betaveen
aman and his dog there is no other difference but their drefs,
and exults in being able to apprize Voltaire, that the
Emperor Jofeph II. was initiated into his myfteries.

195

Grimm.

‘We will terminate our lift by the German Baron g,ron
D’Holbach, who deftitute of abilities lends his houfe. D’Hol-
He had acquired at Paris, the reputation of a lover bach.

ard prote&or of the arts, nor did the Sophifters con-
tribute a little toit. This was a cloak to their meetings
‘at his houfe. Unable to vie with the poet he withes
to be the Mecenas. Nor is he the only perfon who has
owed his reputation to his purfe, and to his having dif-
pofed of itin favor of the Sophifters. In fpite of thefe
pretences, fought for coloring the frequent meetings of
the adepts, the public repute of thofe who reforted to
his houfe, had thrown fuch an odium on him, thatit
was openly faid, that to gain admittance at his houfe,
it was neceflary, as in Japan, to trample on the crofs.
Such then were the members of this famous acade-
my, whofe fole objet was to corrupt the minds of the
people and prepare the way to univerfal apoftacy, un-
der the pretext of their happinefs, public ccconomy, or
the love and advancement of the arts. Here are fif-
teen of its members whom we have mentioned, Vol-
taire, D’Alembert, Diderot, Helvetius, Turgot, Con-
dorcet, La Harpe, the keeper of the feals Lamoignon,
Damilaville, Thiriot, Saurin, the Count D’Argental,
Grimm, the Baron D'Holbach, and the unfortunate Le
Roy, who died confumed with grief and remorfe, for
having been the fecretary to fo monftrous an academy.

* Voltaire to Mr. Saurin, anno 1761 ; and to Damilaville,
38th Becember 1763,
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If at prefent we afcend back to the real founder of
this academy, to Voltaire's letter to Helvetius, already
quoted, the following one to D’ Alembert fhould be ad-
ded : ¢¢ Let the Philofophers unite in a brotherbood like
& the Free-Mafons, let them aflemble and fupport each
s other ; let them be faithful to the affociation. Then
¢« I would let myfelf be burnt for them. This Secrer
¢ Acapemy will be far fuperior to that of Athens, and -
¢« to all thofe of Paris. But every one thinks only
¢ for himfelf, and forgets that his moft facred duty is
“ to crufh the wretch” This letter is dated 2oth of
April 1761. Confronting it with the declaration of
Le Roy, we fee how faithfully the Parifian adepts had
followed the plans of the premier chief. Often did he
lament his inability of prefiding over their toils but at a
diftance ; and it was difficult to perfuade him, that the
capital of the moft Chriftian empire, was a proper feat
for {o licentious an eftablifhment. It was for that rea-
fon we fee him purfuing his favorite plan of the philo-.
fophic colony, even after the eftablithment of the fe-
cret academy. But the time came when the direful
fuccefs of the latter more than compenfated the lofs of
the former. Triumphant in Paris and furrounded by
the adepts, he was one day to reap the fruits of fuch

. unrelenting conftancy in the warfare he waged during

the laft half century againft his God.
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CHAP. XVIIIL

Of the General Progrefs of the Confpiracy t):rougbout Ei-
rope.—T riumph and Death of the Chicfs.

S the confpirators advanced in their arts of fe- Hopes of
iA duion, their hopes are daily heightened by the con-
ome new fuccefs. They were already fuch, that a fpirators
few years after the Encyclopedia had firft appeared, we
find D’ Alembert confidently writing to Voltaire, ¢ Let
¢¢ Philofophy alone, and in twenty years the Sorbonne,
¢¢ however much Sorbonne it may be, will outftrip Lau-
¢ fanne itfelf.” That is to fay, that in twenty years
time (and this was written 21ft July 1757,) the Sor-
- bonne would be as incredulous and Antichriffian as a
certain minifter of Laufanne (Voltaire himfelf) who
furnifhed the moft impious articles that are to be found
in the Encyclopedia.
Soon after, Voltaire improving on D’Alembert, fays,
twenty years more, and God will*be in a pretty plight I*
That 1s to fay, twenty years more, and not an altar of
the God of the Chriftians fhall remain. -
Every thing indeed feemed to forbode the univerfal oy ;.
reign of impiety throughout Europe. The diftri€t pregrefs
which had fallen in particular to Voltaire, was making'
fuch an awful progrefs, that eight years after he writes, 1n switzer-
that not a fingle Chriftian was to be found from Geneva to land.
Berne.t Every where elfe, to ufe his expreffions, the
world was acquiring wit apace, and even fo faft, that a
general revolution in ideas threatened all around. Germa- ;o
ny in particular, gave him great hopes.f Frederick, ny,
who as carefully watched it, as Voltaire did Switzer-
land, writes, that ¢ philofophy was beginning to pen-
¢ etrate even into fuperftitious Bohemia, and into
¢ Auftria, the former abode of fuperftition.”§
In Ruflia the adepts gave if any thing, ftill greater In Ruffia
hopes. This protetion of the Scythians, is what con-
foles Voltaire for the perfecutions which befel the fe&t
elfewhere.] He could not contain himfelf for joy,
when he wrote to D’Alembert how much the brethren

* 25th Feb. 1758, 1 8th Feb. 1766.. 1 2d Feb. 1565.
§ Letter to Voltaire, 143, anno 1766.
Il Letter to Dideret, asth Dec. 3763.
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were proteCted at Peterfburg. and informed him, that
during a journey made by that court, the Scythian pro-
tetors had each one, for his amufement, uadertaken
to tranflate a chapter of Belifarius into their language :
that the Emprefs had undertaken one herfelf, and had
even been at the trouble of revifing the tranflation of
this work, which in France had been cenfured by the
Sorbonne.* :

D’Alembert wrote, that in Spain Philofophifm was
undermining the Inquifition,+ and according to Voltaire,
a great revolution was operating in ideas there, as well as ™
Inltaly. inltaly.} A few yearsafter we find this Italy fwarming

with men thinking like Voltaire and D’Alembert, and

. that their fole intereft prevented them from openly de-
¢claring for impiety.|| * .

InEngland.  As to England they made but little doubt of its fal-.

ling an eafy prey. To hear them fpeak, it was overrun

with Socinians who {coffed at and hated Chrift, as Ju-

lian the apoftate hated and defpifed him, and who only

differed in name from the philofophers § N

Finally, according to their calculations, Bavaria and
Autftria alone (this wasduringthe life-time of the Emprefs
" Queen) continued to fupport the divines and defenders
of religion. The Emprefs of Ruflia was driving them
on glorioufly, and they were at their laff gafp in Poland,
thanks to the King Poniatowfki. They were already
overthrown in Prufha, through the care of Frederick,
and in the north of Germany the {et daily gained ground,
thanks to the Landgraves, Margraves, Dukes and Prin-
ces, adepts and protectors.§

In France.  Far otherwife did matters ftand in France. 'We often
- fee the two chiefs complaining of the obftacles they had
to encounter in this empire, the favorite obje& of their -
confpiracy. _ -

The perpetual appeals of the clergy, the decrees of
the parliaments, the very ats of authority which the
minifters, though friendly to the confpirators, were
obliged to exert in order to hide their predelittion,
were not totally ineffeual. The bulk of the nation
ftill remained attached to its faith. That numerous
clafs called the people, in fpite of all the intrigues of

In Spain:

* Voltaire to D’Alembert, July,1767. 1 3d May, 1773.
1 Letter to Mr. Ricke, rft March 1768.

|| Voltaire to D’Alembert, 16th June 1773.

¢ Letterto the King of Pruffia, zsth Nov. 1773.

9 Voltaire to D’Alembert, zft Sept. 1767.
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the fecret academy, ftill flocked to the altar on days of
folemnity. In the higher clafles, numerous were the
exceptions to be made of thofe whe ftill loved religion.
Indignant at fo many obftacles, Voltaire would perpet-
ually ftimulate his countrymen, whom he contemptu-
oufly calls his poor Velches. Sometimes however he was
_better pleafed with them, and would write to his dear
Marquis Villevieille, ¢ The people are mighty foolifb, nev~
s¢ erthelefs Philofophifm makes its way down to them. Be
¢ well aflured for inftance, that there are not twenty
¢ people in Geneva who would not abjure Calvin as
¢¢ foon as they would the Pope, and that many philof~
¢¢ ophers are to be found in Paris behind the counter.”*
But generally fpeaking, his complaints about France
predominate in his correfpondence with the confpira«
tors 3 fometimes he would defpair of ever feeing Phi-~
lofophy triumph there. D’Alembert, on the fpot,
judged of matters very differently, and though every
thing did not anfwer his wifhes, neverthelefs he thought
himfelf authorifed to flatter Voltaire, that though phi-
lofophy might receive a temporary check, it never could be got
the better of 4 '

About the period when D’Alembert writes this, it
was but too true that Philofophi{fm could flatter itfelf
with the hopes of triumphing over the attachment of
the French nation to their religion. During the laft
ten or twelve years, impicty had made a dreadful pro-
grefs, the colleges had fent forth a new generation ed-
ucated by new mafters, and they were nearly void of
all knowledge, and particularly deftitute of religion or
piety. It perfectly coincided with Condorcet’s expref-
fion, that Philofophilm had defcended from the thrones
‘of the North into the very univerfities 1 The religious
generation was nearly extin&, and the revealed truths
were obliged to give place to the empty founds of rea-
fon, philofophy, prejudices,” and fuch like. In the
higher clafles impiety made large ftrides, whether at
court or in the tribunals ; from the capital it gained the
provinces, and the mafter fhows the example to the fer-
vant. Every body would be a Philofopher, whether
minifter or magiftrate, foldier or author. He that
withed to follow his religion, was expofed to all the
farcaftic irony of the Jephifters, and that particularly

* a2oth Dec. 1768.  + asth Jan. 1776.
- R’:ﬁe lilg Preface to his e lt):ora of Pafchal’s Thoughts.
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among the great, where it required as much courage to
profefs one’s religion, fince the confpiracy, as it did
audacity and rafhnefs to declare onc’s felf an Atheift
before.

Voltaire was at that time in his eighty-fourth year.
After fo long an abfence, and always under the power
and lafh of the law, he fhould only have appeared pub-
licly in Paris, to controvert thofe impieties, which had
brought the animadverfion of the parliament on him.
D’Alembert and his academy refolve to overcome that
obftacle. In fpite of religion they eafily fucceed, and
minifters, chiefly adepts, abufing the clemency of Lewis
XVI. obtain the recal of this premier chief, under pre<
tence that this aged man had been fufficiently punifthed
by his long exile, and that in favor of his litevary tro-
pEies, his failings might be overlooked. It was agreed
that the laws fhould be filent with regard to him on his
4pproach to Paris ; the magiftrates feemed to have for-
gotten the decree they had paffed againft him. This
was all the confpirators withed. Voltaire arrives in Pa-
#is, he receives the homage of the fe&, and his arrival
conftitutes their triumphal day. This man, bending
under the weight of years, fpent in an unrelenting
warfare, whether public or private, againft Chriftian-
ity, is reccived in the capital of his moft Chriftian Ma.
jefty, amidft thofe acclamations which were wont to
announce the arrival of the favorite child of viGory
returning from the arduous toils of war. :

‘Whitherfoever Voltaire bent his fteps, a croud of
adepts,. and the gazing multitude, flocked to meet him.
All the academies celebrate his arrival, and they cele-
brate it in the Louvre, in the palace of the kings, where
Lewis XVL is one day to be a prifoner and vitimto
the occult and deepeft confpiracies of the Sophifters.
The theatres decreed their crowns to the impious chief s
entertainments in his honor, rapidly fucceed each other.
Intoxicated with the incenfe of the adepts, through
pride he fears to fink under it. In the midft of thefe
coronations and acclamations, he exclaimed, You. thes
wifh to makemeexpire with glory I-—R eligion alonemourn-
ed at this fight, and vengeance hung over -his head.
The impious man had feared to die -ois glory, but rage
and defpair was to forward his~laft hour ftill more than-
his great age. Inthe midft of his triymphs, a violent
hemorrhage raifed apprehenfions for his life. D’Alem-
bert, Dideretand Marmontel, haftened to fupport his

.
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refolution in his laft moments, but were only witnefles
to their mutual ignominy as well as to his awn.

Here let not the hiftorian fear exaggeration. Rage,
remorfe, reproach and blafphemy, all, accompany and
chara&terize the long agony of the dying Atheift. This
death, the moft terrible thatis ever recorded to have
ftrucken the impious man, will not be denied by his
companions of impiety; their filence, however much
they may with to'deny it, is the leaft of thofe corrob-
orative proofs, which could be adduced. Not one of
the Sophifters has ever dared to mention any fign given,
of refolution or tranquility, by the premier chief, du~
ring the fpace of three months, which elapfed from the
time he was crowned at the theatre, until his deceafe.
Sucha filence exprefles, how great their humiliation
wasin his death. ,

It was on his return from the theatre, and in the
midft of the toils he was refuming, in order to acquire
freth applaufe, when Voltaire was warned, that the
long career of his impiety was drawing to an end.

In fpite of all the Sophifters, flocking around him,
in the firft days of his illnefs he gave figns of wifhing
to return to tiyle God he had fo often blafphemed. He
calls for the priefts who miniftered to Him whom he
had fworn to cru/b, under the appellation of the wretch.
His danger encreafing, he wrote the following note to
the Abbe Gaultier. ¢ You had promifed me, Sir, to
¢ come and hear me. [Iintreat you would take the
¢ trouble of calling as foon as pofible. Signéd, Vor-
¢ TAIRE. Paris, the 26th Feb. 1778.”

A few days after he wrote the following declaration,
in‘prefence of the fame Abbé Gaultier, the Abbe Mig-
not and the Marquis de Villevieille, copied from the
minutes depofited with Mr. Momet, notary at Paris.

s¢ I, the underwritten, declare that for thefe four
¢ days paft, having been affliCted with a vomiting of
- ¢ blood, at the age of eighty-four, and not having been
¢¢ able to drag myfelf to the church, the Rev. the Rec-
s torof St. Sulpice, having been pleafed to add to his
¢ good works, that of fending to me the Abbé Gaul-
¢ tier, aprieft ; I confefled to him, and if it pleafes
¢ God to difpofe of me, I die in the Hely Catholic
¢ Church, in which I was born; hoping that the di-
« vine mercy, will deign to pardon all my faults: if
s¢ ever I have fcandalized the Church, Iafk pardon of
¢ God and of the Church. 2d March 1778. Signed,
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¢ VOLTAIRE : in prefence of the Abbé Mignot my
¢ nephew, and the Marquis de Villevieille my friend.”

After the two witnefles had figned this declaration,
Voltaire added thefe words, copied from the fame min-
utes : « The Abbé Gaultier, my confeffor, having ap-
s¢ prized me, that it was faid among a certain fet of
s ‘people, I fhould proteft againft every thing I did at
¢ my death ; I declare I never made fuch a fpeech,
¢¢ and that it is an old jeft attributed, long fince, to
¢ many of the learned, more enlightened than I am.”

‘Was this declaration a frefh inftance of his former
hypocrify ? Unfortunately, after the explanations we
have feen him give of his exterior afts of religion,
might there not be room for doubt ? Be that as it may,
this is a public homage, paid to that religion in which
he declared he meant to die, notwithftanding his having
perpetually confpired againft it during his life. This
declaration is alfo figned by that fame friend and adept
the Marquis de Villevieiile to whom eleven years be-
fore, Voltaire was wont to write, ¢ Conceal your march
#¢ from the enemy in your endeavours to cruth the

& wretch.,”*

Voltaire had permitted this declaration to be carried
to the reGor of St. Sulpice, and to the: Archbithop of
Paris, to know whether it would be . fufiicient. When
the Abbé Gaultier returned with' the anfwer, it was
impoflible for him to gain admittance to the patient. -

_.The confpirators had ftrained every nerve to hinder the
. chief from confummating his recantation, and every

avenue was fhut to the prieft, which Voltaire himfelf
had fent for. The demons haunted every accefs ; rage
fucceeds to fury, and fury to rage again during the re-
mainder of hislife. Thenit was that D’ Alembert, Di-
derot, and about twenty others of the confpirators,
who had befet his gapartment, never approached him,
but to witnefs their own ignominy, and often he would
curfe them and exclaim, ¢ Retire, it is you that have
¢ brought me to my prefent ftate; begone, I could
¢ have done without you all, but you could not exift
¢« without me, and what a wretched glory have you
«¢ procured me !”

Then would fucceed the horrid remembrance of his
confpiracy ; they could hear him, the prey of anguith
and dread, alternatively {upplicating or blafpheming that
God whom he had confpired againft, and in plaintive

- ¢7th Aprﬂ, 17679
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‘accents would he cry out, Oh Chrift! Oh Jefus Chrift !
And then complain that he was abandoned by God and
man. The hand which had traced in ancient writ the
fentence of an impious revelling king, feemed to trace
before his eyes CRUSH THEN, DO CRUSH THE WRETCH.
In vain he turned his head away, the time was coming
apace when he was to appear before the tribuna) of him
he had blafphemed, and his phyficians, particularly
Mr. Tronchin, calling in to admimfter relief, thunder-
ftruck retire, declaring the death of the impious man to
be terrible indeed.  The pride of the confpirators would
willingly have fupprefled thefe declarations, but it was
in vain: the Marefchal de Richelieu flies from the bed-
fide declaring it to be a fight too terrible to be fuftained,
and Mr. Tronchin, that the furies of Oreftes could
give but a faint idea of thofe of Voltaire.

Thus died on the 3oth of May 1778, rather worn
out by his own fury than by the weight of years, the
moft unrelenting confpirator againft Chriftianity, that
had been feen fince the time of the apoftles. His per-
fecution longer and more perfidious than thofe of Nero
or Dioclefian had YET only produced apoftates, but they
were more numerous than the martyrs made in the for-
mer perfecutions.

The confpirators in lofing Voltaire, had loft every pajem.
thing on the fide of talents; but his arms of impiety bert fuc-
they had remaining in his numeroys writings. The occds him.
arts and cunning of D’Alembert proved more than a
fuccedancum to the genius of their deceafed founder,
and he is proclaimed chief. The fecret committee of
gducation in Paris, the country conventicles and the
correfpondence with the village fchool-mafters owed
their origin to him. He continued to dire& the works
of the fecret academy, in the propagation of impicty,
until called upon to appear before that fame God who
had -already judged Voltaire. He died five years after He dies
his patron, that is in November 1783. Left remorfe
fhould compel him to fimilar recantations, which had
fo much humbled the fe&, Condorcet undertook to
render him inacceffible; if not to repentance and re-
morfe, at leaft to all who might have availed themfelves
of his homage done to religion.

When the Reétor of St. Germain’s, in quality of
paftor prefented himfelf, Condorcet, like to the devil ¥
who watches over his prey, ran to the door and barred
his entrance ! Scarce had the breath left his body when
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the pride of Condorcet betrays his fecggt. D’Alembest

"really had felt that remorfe which mult have been com-

mon to him with Voltaire ; he was on the eve of fend~
ing, as the only method of reconciliation, for a minif-
ter of that fame Chrift againft whom he had alfo con-
fpired ; but Condorcet ferocioufly combated thefe laft
figns of repentance in the dying Sophifter, and he glo-
ried in having forced him to expire in final impenitence.

- The whole of this odious conflit is comprized in one

Prederick.

horrid fentence ; when Condorcet announced the de-
ceafe of D’ Alembert and was relating the circamftances,
he did not bluth to add, Had I not been there he would
bave flinched alfo.®

Frederick alone had fucceeded or pretended to have
fucceeded i perfuading himfelf that death was but an
eternal fleep.+ And he alone appears to have been an ex-
ception from among the chiefs of the confpiracy, with
whom the approach of death had fubftituted, in licu of
their pretended hatred for the wretch, the fear of his
judgments.

Diderot that hero of Atheifm, that confpirator who
long fince had carried his audacity againft his Chrift
and\ his God, to infanity ; Diderot I fay, is he who
was neareft to a true reconciliation. This is anather of
thofe myfteries of iniquity carefully hidden by the An-
tichriftian confpirators. :

‘When the Emprefs of Ruffia purchafed Diderot’s li-
brary, fhe left him the ufe of it during his life. Her
munificence had enabled him to have near his perfon,
in quality of librarian, a young man who was far from
partaking in hisimpiety. Diderot liked him much, and
he had particularly endeared himfelf by the attentions

" he had fhown Diderot during hislaft illnefs. It was he

~who generally drefled the wounds in his legs. Terri-

* Hiftorical Diftionary, Article D’Alembert. It is. true that
Condercet, forry <o have inadvertantly revealed the fecret of bis
affociate’s remorfe, fought to deftroy the effe of it. It is true,
that queftioned another time on the circamftances of D’Alem-
bert’s death, he anfwered in his philofophic jatgon, zhet ke did
not die like a coward. 1In fine it is true that in his firlt letter to
the King of Pruflia, in date of the 22d Nov. 783, he reprefents
D’Alembert dying with a tranquil courage, and with his ufual
ftrength and prefence of miag. But it was too late to lead
Frederick inte error on that fubjeé, as the adept Grimm had al-
ready written, That ficknzfs bad éfrmt/y aweakensd D’ dlesibert’s
miind in bis laft moments. (13thof November 1783.)

+ Vide fupra.
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fied ut the fymptoms he perceived, the young manr uns
tb acquaint a worthy ecclefiaftic, the Abbe Lemoine,
then refident at the houfe called the Foreign Miffions,
Rue du Bac Fauxbourg, St. Germain. By his advice
the young man prays during half an hour in a church,
begging of Almighty God, that he will dire&¢ him in
what he fhould fay or do, to enfure the falvation of
one, who though he detefted his impieties, he could
never lofe fight of as his benefator. Rifing from his
prayers he returns to Diderot and the fame day when
drefling his wounds, he fpoke as follows :

¢ Mr. Diderot, you fee me this day more anxious
than ever on your fate, do not be furprifed, I am
aware how much I am indebted to you, it is by your
kindnefs that I fubfift, you have deigned to fhow
greater confidence in me than I had reafon to expect.
I cannot prove ungrateful, I fhould forever accufe my-
feif of ingratitude, were I to hide the danger, which
your wounds declare you to be in. Mr. Diderot,
you may have difpofitions to make, and above all you
have precautions to take, for the world you are about
to enter. I am but a young man I know ; but are
you certain that your philofophy has not left you a
foul to fave ? I have no doubt of it, and it is impof-
fible for me to refle&t on it, and not warn my bene
fattor to avoid the eternal misfortune which may
await him. See, fir, you have yet fufficient time
¢ left, and excufe an advice which gratitude and your
¢ friendfhip forces from me.” :

Diderot heard the. young man with attention, and
even melted into tears, thanked him for his franknefs
and the concern he had fhown for him. He promifed
to confider and to refle® what line of conduét he fhould
hold in a fituation which he owned to be of the greateft
importance.

The young man waited his decifion with the greateft
impatience, and the firft figns were conformable to his
wifhes. He ran to inform the Abbé Lemoine that Di-
derot afked to fee a clergyman, and the Abbé direfted

agar2a2nl
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him to Mr. de Terfac, Refor of St. Sulpice. Mr. de "

Terfac waited on Diderot and had feveral conferences
with him, he was preparing a public recantation of his
paft errors, but unfortunately he was watched by the
«confpirators. The vifitof a prieft to Diderot had given
the alarm to the Sophifters, who would have thought
themfclves dithonored by the derelition of fo import-

208
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ant a chief. They furround him, they perfuade him
that he is impofed upon, that his health is not in fo bad
a ftate, and that a little country air would immediately
recover him. Diderot was for a long time deaf to all
the arguments Philofophifm could invent, but atlength
confented to try at leaft the country air. His departure
is kept fecret 4and the wretches who carry him away,
knew that his laft hour was approaching faft. The So-
phifters who were in the plot pretended to think him,
ftill in Paris, and the whole town is mifled by daily re-
ports ; while thofe jailors who had feized on his perfon,
watched him till they had feen him expire ; then con-
tinuing their horrid duplicity they bring back the lifelefs
corpfe to Paris and fpread the report that he had - died
fuddenly at table. He expired the 2d of July 1784,
and was reprefented as having died calm, in all his A~
theifm, ‘without giving any figns of remorfe. The
public are again mifled and thus many are corroborated
in their impiety, who might have followed the exam-
ple of -this chief, had he not by the moft unheard-of
cruelty, been deprived of all fpiritual relief in his laft
moments.

Thus in the whole of this confpiracy, from its origin
to the death of its firft promoters, we have feen but one
continued chain of cunning, art and fedution 5 of the
blackeft, falfeft and moft difgufting means employed in
that tremendous art of feducing the people. It was on
thefe horrid arts that Voltaire, D’Alembert and Diderot
had built all their hopes of working the univerfal apofta-
cy, and in their laft moments they are a prey to thefe very
arts. In that awful moment when glory vanifhes and
that the empty name they had acquired by their deceit is
no more, the difciple of fedution lords it over his maf-
ter. When their reafon calls on them to make ufe of
that liberty, (fo much cried up when oppofed to their
God) to reconcile themfelves with him they had blaf-
phemed, even to their very remorfe, is facrificed to the
vanity of their fchool : when it calls on them to ufe that
courage they had fhown when blafpeming, it fails them
in their repentance, and they fhow none but.the flavith
fymptoms of weaknefs and fear. Under the fubje&ton
of their adepts, they expire fettered in thofe chains
which they themfelves had forged, and confumed by
that impiety, which their hearts then abhorred.

At the time of their death, hatred to Chriftianity and
the confpiracy againft the altar, was not the only objet
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of their fchool: Voltaire had been the father of the
Sophifters of impiety, and he lived to be the premier
chief of the Sophifters of rebellion. He had faid to
his firft adepts, ¢ Let uscrufh the altar, let the temples
¢ be deftroyed and let not a fingle worfhipper be left to
¢ the Godof the Chriftians;” and his fchool foon re-ech-
oed with the cry of, ¢ Let us break the fceptres, let the
¢ thrones be deftroyed, and let not a fingle fubje&t be
¢ left to the kings of the earth.” It is from their mu-
tual fuccefs,. the combined revolution is to be generated,
which grafping the hatchet, fhall in France overthow
the altar and the throne, murder the pontiffs, ftrike off
the head of the monarch, and proudly menace the kings
of the earth and all Chriftian altars, with afimilar fate.—
‘We have now given the hiftory of the plots and of the
means of the ANTICHRISTIAN CoNsPIRACY, or of .the
Sophifiers of Impiety. Before we begin that of the An-
TIMONARCHIAL CoNspIracY, or of, the Sophiffers of Rea
bellion, let us reflet on the extraordinary illufion Philof-
ophifim has put upon all nations, which may be confid-
m'edf aa having been one of the moft powerful agents of
the fe&.. . S

Vol. L. Ee
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CHAP. XIX.

Of the great Delufion which rendered the Confpiracy againft
the Altar fo fuccefsful.

N the firft part of thefe Memoirs on Jacobinifm,

our obje&t was to demonftrate the exiftence, to un-
mafk the chiefs and deduce the means and progrefs of
a conipiracy, planned and executed by men, known b
the name of Philofophers, againft the Chriftian reli-
gion, without diftin€tion of Proteftanifm or Catholicity,
without even excepting thofe numerous fe@s which had
fprung up in England or Germany, or in any other part
of the univerial world, provided they did but adore the
God of Chriftians. To unfold this myftery of impie-
ty, we had promifed to adduce our proofs folely from
their own records, that is from their letters, writings
or avowals, and we flatter ourfelves with having given
real hiftorical demonftration of it, fufficient to convince
the reader, the moft difficult of convi@ion. Let us
for a moment examine what pretenfions its authors
could have had to be ftyled PHiLosoPHERS, 2 name
which gave them fo much weight in their confpiracy.
The generality of men attending rather to words
than things, this affeQation of dominion over wifdom
and reafon, proved a very fuccefsiul weapon in their
hands. Had they called themfelves unbelievers or the
declared effemies of Chriftianity, Voltaire and D’Alem-
bert would have been theexecration of all Europe, while
only ealling themfelves PHiLosoPHERS, they are mifta-
ken for fuch. s not their fchool to this day, venerated
by many as that of Philofophy, notwithftanding the

numerous maflacres, and all the horrid difafters which

we have feen naturally flowing from their confpiracy.
And every man who will adopt their way of thinking
on religion, ftyles himfelf a Philofophey !——This isa
delufion of more confequence than can be imagined,
and has carried the number of adepts perhaps farther
than any other of their artifices. As long as their
fchool fhall be miftaken for that of reafon, numberlefs
will be the thoughtlefs perfons who pretending to depth
of thought, will adopt the fentiments of a Voltaire or 2
Diderot, of a D’Alembert or a Condorcet, and con-

- e
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fpire like them againft the altar ; and that difaftrous
blaft will once more fpread around the throne, and
over all the orders of fociety.—Their oaths, their
withes and their plots have been laid open ; whence
then are their pretenfions to wifdom ? Is it not the hif-
torian’s duty to tear off that mafk of hypocrify, which
has mifled fuch numbers of adepts, who miferably feek-
ing to foar above the vulgar, have only funk into im-
piety, gazing after this.pretended Philofophy. The
empty founds of Reafon, Philofophy and Wifdom, have
made them believe themfelves infpired, when like Vol-
taire, they hated or defpifed the religion of Chrift.
But it is time they thould know that they have.only
been the dupes of defigning men. Let them hearken,
the numerous proofs we have adduced, give us a right
to be heard when we tell them, ¢ that at the fchool of
¢¢_the confpirators they have miftaken the leffons of ha-
¢ tred and phrenzy, for thofe of reafon; they have
¢¢ been the dupes of folly and madnefs, under the
¢ cloak of reafon; of ignorance under the pretence
s¢ of fcience ; of vice and depravity, under the matk
¢¢ of virtue, and their zeal for Philofophy, ftill makes
¢ them err through all the tortuous windings of
¢ wickednefs and impiety.” We do not pretend,
in holding fuch language, to difpute the talents of
the premier chief. That his poetic genius fhould enjoy
itfelf in fiGtions, on the banks of Parnaflus, or on the
heights of Pindus, is much to be admired ; but is he
for that, to fubftitute thofe fiCtions for truths? The
greater his genius, the lefs we are aftonifhed to fee him
entangled, when he has once adopted error. If ftu-
pidity can never attain to genius, the genius that dares
to foar above reafon, is not for that the lefs within the
regions of delirium. In a raging fever, will not yous
ftrength be redoubled, but what more humbling fight
for man ! Where then the excufe of genius or of tal-
ents in the Sophifter confpiring againt his God ? Can
the adepts, who believe their mafter to be a Philofopher
even to his laft moments, admire that frantic rage in
which he expired ? But firft let them tell us what other
titles he. may have to the empire of reafon.

‘What Philofophy can there be in that extraordinary
hatred which Voltaire had fworn againft the God of
Chriftianity ? That a Nero fhould have fworn to cruth
the Chriftians and their God, may be explained, be-
caufe the idea could only have been that of a crucl mon-
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fier. That a Dioclefian fhould have {worn it, may be
underftood, becaufe the idolatrous tyrant thought to
appeafe the anger of his gods and avenge - their glory.
That a Julian, mad enough to reftore the worthip of
idols, fhould have fworn it, appears only to have been
a confequence of his former delirium. But that a pre-
tended fage, who neither believes in the God of the
Chriftians, nor in the Gods of the Pagans, and that
knows -not* in what God to believe, fhould vent all hig
rage and fury precifely againft Chrift, is one of . thofe
phenomenons of modern Philofophifm, which can be
explained but as the delirium of the impious man.

I do not pretend by this to exclude from the fchool
of reafon every one who is not fortunate enough to be
within the pale of Chriftianity; let that man rank with
an EpiCetus or a Seneca, or before the Chriftian wra,
with a Socrates or a Plato, who has been unfortunate
enough not to _have known the proofs of Chriftianity.
But this real Philofophy of reafon fought, what Voltaire
has confpired to deftroy. The greateft of Socrates’s
difciples pants for the coming of that juft man who fhall
diffipate the darknefs and the doubts of the fage ; I
hear him exelaim, ¢ Let him come that ‘man, let him
¢« come who will teach us our duties towards the Gods,
¢ and our duty towards man. Let him come incef-
<« f{antly; [amready to obey whatever he may ordain,
¢¢ and I hope he will make me a better man.”* Such is
the language of the Philofophy of reafon.  think I
behold him again, when in the bitternefs of his heart
he forefees, that fhould this juft man appear upon earth,
he would be fcoffed at by the wicked, buffeted and
fcourged, treated-in a word as the outcaft of men.t
That man has appeared fo much fought for by the Pagan
Philofopher, and the confpiring Sophifters, a D’Alem.
bert or a Voltaire, feek to crufh him and yet pretend
to the Philofophy of reafon. Let their difciples anfwer
for them. If in the fon of Mary they will not acknowl-
edge the Son of the Eternal Father, let them own him
at leaft to be that juit man fought for by: Plato—what
then are their pretenfions to the Philofophy of reafon
in confpiring againft him ? If the awful teftimony of
the fun being darkened, the dead rifing from their
graves, the veil of the temple being rent, cannot con-
vince them ; let them at lealt admire the moft holy, the
jufteft of men, the prodigy of goodnefs and. meeknefs,

*# Plato in hisfecond Alcibiades. + Ibid.
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the apoftie of every virtue, the wonder of opprefied
innocence praying for his executioners—where then is
their Philofophy when they confpire againft the Son of
Man? Yes, Philofophy they had, but it was that of
the Jews, that of the fynagogue, whence iffued thofe
blafphemous cries of, ¢ Crucify him, crucify him !
or crufb the wretch ! Judas himfelf confeffes him to be
the juft man, and fhall he approach to perfection when
compared to their fchool of modern Philofophy. Oh,
what a philofophy | that after feventeen centuries re-
peats the blafphemous cries which refounded in the
courts of Pilate or Herod, againft the Holy of Holies !
~In vain fhall the difciple deny the hatred of Voltaire
againft the perfon of CurisT ; does he not particularly
diftinguith Damilaville for that hatred, does he not fign
himfelf Chriff-moque (Chrift-fcoffer,) juft as he termi-
nates his letters by crufb the wretch, or talks of the
Chrifticole fuperftition ?* Yet whilft the Sophifter de-
" nies the power of Chrift, he cannot refufe acknowledg-
ing his wifdom, his goodnefs, and his virtue.

But they may objeét, that it is not fo much at the l

perfon as at the religion of Chrift they aim their blows.
‘Where. then is the Philofophy in attacking a religion
whofe eflence is to enforce every virtue, and condemn
“every vice. Either before or after Chrift, has there
ever appeared a Philofopher, who has even formed the
idea of a virtue of which this religion does not give the
precept er fet the example ? Is there a crime or a vice
which it does not condemn and reprobate ? Has the
- world ever feen a fage, imprefling fuch divine do&rines
with more powerful motives ? Either before or fince
Chrift, did there ever exift laws more conducive to the
interior happinefs of families, or to that of empires ?
Laws that teach men the reciprocal tics of affection g
laws in fhort that more peremptorily command us to
afford each other mutual affiftance ? Let the Philofo-
her appear who pretends to perfect this religion ; let
ﬁim be heard and judged. But fhould he, like Voltaire
and his adepts, only feek to deftroy it, let him be com-
prifed in the common fentence of madman, and of en-
emy to humanity. .

It is only at the altars, at the myfleries of that reli-
gion, and not at the morality of it, they aim their blows.
—In the firft place that is not true, as we have already
4een and fhall fee again. Their attack was common on

* Letter to the Marq. D’Argence, 2d March 1763,
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the morality of the Gofpel, as well as on the myfteries

or the altars of Chriftianity.—But had it been true,

what is there to be found in thefe myfteries, fufficient

to render the Chriftian religion fo hateful in the eyes

of the Philofopher? Do any of them favor the crimes

and faults of men? Do any of them counteraét his af-

fe&tion for his neighbour, or render him lefs attentive

to his own duties, lefs faithful to friendfhip or gratitude,

or lefs attached to his country ? Is there a fingle myf-

tery which does not clevate the Chriftian, ftimulate his
admiration for his God, or fpur him on to his own
happinefs, and to the love of his neighbours ? The fon
of God expiring on a crofs, to open the gates of heaven
to man, to teach him what he has to dread, fhould he
by his crimes, be unfortunate enough to clofe them
again. The bread of angels, given only to thofe who
have purified themfeolves from the drofs of fin: thofe
words pronounced on the man repenting of his crimes,’
and firmly purpofing rather to die than to fall into them
anew. The awful fight of 2 God who comes to judge
the living and the dead ; to call to him thofe who have
loved, cloathed and fed their brethren, while he cafts
into eternal flames the ambitious man, the traitor and
the tyrant 3 the hard-hearted rich, the bad fervant, and
the violator of the nuptial tie. Lattly, all perfons whe
have not loved and helped their neighboar. - Are all
thefe, I fay, myfteries at which the philofopher fhould
dire@ his hatred, or can reafon, on fuch a plea, au-
thorife his confpiracy againft the religion of the Chrif-
tians. :

Should Voltaire and his difeiples refufe “to believe
thefe myfleries, does it import to them that other people
fhould not equally difbelieve them. = Is the Chriftian
more dangerous to them becaufe he that forbids me to
injure my brother, is the fame God before whom we
are both one day to appear in judgment. Is that God
lefs tremendous to the wicked, or lefs favorable to the
juft, becaufe on his word we believe him to be one in
effence, though three in perfons ¢ This hatred of Vol-

taire muft be a phrenzy which the very infidels them:

felves, could not ground on fuch pretexts. What frantic
rage muft it be that blinds the Sophifters, when in con-
tradi€tion with themfelves, they applaud the toleration
of the ancient Philofophers, who, though difbelieving
the myfteries of Paganifm, never attempted to rob the
people of their religion ; whilft on the other fide they
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mceflantly confpire againft Chriftianity under pretence
that it contains myfteries.

Another objection not lefs extravagant, is that againft -

Revelation itfelf. Itis God, theyfay, whom the Chrif-
tians declare to have fpoken ; hence there can be no
further liberty of opinion in man on matters of faith.

The Sophifter of liberty and equality is then authorifed

to rife in arms againft Chriftianity and its myfteries,
Such are their arguments. But to what lengths does
their phrenzy carry them ? Voltaire, D’ Alembert, and
Diderot, confpire to overthrow every altar, Roman or
Lutheran, Calvinift or Anglican, and that in order to
avenge the rights of liberty and toleration in matters of
faith. 'What bedlamite idyea is this? Can reafon be
traced through plots and confpiracies, of which the fole
tendency is the overthrow of the univerfal religion of
Europe, under pretence of liberty of worfhip: we have
heard Voltaire invoking Bellerophons and Herculefles
to his aid, to cruth the God of the Chriftians; D’A-
lembert, exprefling the frantic with of feeing a whole
nation annihilated for its attachment to that God and
his worfhip ; have we not feen them for half a century
paft, meanly confpiring and ufing all the artifice of
cunning intrigue to rob the world of its religion? And
becaufc they utter the empty founds of vLiBERTY,
EQUALITY, and TOLERATION, you will miftake their
voice for that of Philofophy !—Far from us the idea of
fuch Philofophy ; terms themfelves muft have been

changed, for this muft be extravagance and abfurdity 3

and is not fuch REAsoN madnefs and phrenzy? Such
muft be the explanation of "thefe words to expound the
rEasoN and PHILOsSOPHY of a Voltaire or a D’Alem-
bert, confpiring to cruth the religion of Chrift.

I could wifh not to have to mention Frederick again.
I reflect that he was a king ; but alas | he is alfo the
royal Sophifter. Letus then examine hew far philofo-
phy mifled him, and whether his wifdom extended be-
yond the geniusof the meaneft adept.

Frederick wrote, but why ? It is a problem. Was
it to impofe on the public, or to delude himfelf ? de-
cide it who can. Probably for both, which he feems
t® have fucceeded in.  Frederick would fometimes
wyrite in favor of Toleration, and he was believed to be
tolerant. In the Monthly Review, Otober 1794, page
154, we fee him cried up as a model of toleration, and
the following paflage of his works is quoted : ¢ I never
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¢ will conftrain opinions on matters of religion. I dread
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religious wars above all others. I have been fo for-
tunate that none of the fe&ts who refide in my ftates,
have ever difturbed civil order. 'We muft leave to
the people the objefts of their belief, the form of
their devotion, their opinions, and even their prejus
dices. It is for this reafon I have tolerated pricfts
arid monks, IN SPITE of Poltaire and D’ Alembert,
who have QUARRELLED WITH ME ON THIS HEAD.
I have the greateft veneration for all eur modern
Philofophers, but indeed I am compelled to acknowl-
edge that 2 GENERAL TOLERATION is not the pre-
dominant virtue in thefe gentlemen”” From this the

editors draw many excellent conclufions by obje&ing the
wifdom of Frederick’s do&rine to the atrotious perfe-
cations and ferocious intoleration of the French Sophif-
ters ; but the reader who has feen him ftimulate thefe
fame Philofophers to overthrow the altar, to crufb the
aretch : who has feen him trace the plan fo much ad-
mired by Voltaire as that of a Great Captain fer the de-
ftrudtion of the priefts and monks, in order to attack
the bifltops and to compafs the overthrow of religion :*
who has hieard him decide that the Antichriftian Revo-
lution, which he fo much longed to fee, could only be
accomplithed by a fuperior force and that the femtence

w

hich was difinitively 2 crufb religion was to iffue_from

government ;+ will the reader I fay, reeognize the tole- -
ration of the fophiftical monarch! No, he will pafs
the fame judgment on the Sophifter which the editors
have pafled on the difciples of that fchool. ¢« When

({3
€
111
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sUCH MEN tell us their objei? is to carry into praétice
all the perfeftion of Theory, we know not which we
ought principally to feel our DISGUST or INDIGN 4#-
770N.” But let us revere the monarch, let us vent

our indignation againft that frantic Philofophifm which
involves in darknefs the royal adept on his throne, as it

di
m

d his mafters in their fanhedrims and fecret acade-
ies, eradicating from man every {fymptom of reafon.
If any thing could paint the folly of the mafters. in-

" ftronger colors, it would be that empty pride of the
adepts at the period when they look upon the grand ob-
jet of their confpiracy asaccomplifhed. Religion wes

m

fa

ourning over her altars overthrown, her temples proe
ned ; when Condorcet exalting the triumph of Vol-

* Vide Supra, Chap. VI.

4 24th March 1767, r3th Avguft 1775,
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taire; exclaims : ¢¢ Here at length it is permitted opén=
¢ ly to proclaim the right, fo long difufed, of reduca

¢ ing all opinions to the ftandard of our own reafon ;o -

s¢ that is to fay, to employ; in order to attain to truth,
¢¢ the only implenment that has been given us to recognize
¢ jt. Man learns with a certain pride, that he is not
¢ defigned by nature to believe on the affirmation of
¢ others ; and the fuperftitions of antiquity, the des
“ %radation of reafon in the phrenzy of a fupernatural

faith, are vanithed from fociety as they were from

¢ Philofophy.”*

" Condorcet when writing thefe words no doubt inéant
to defcribe the triumph of reafon, over revelation and
over the whole Chriftian religion. The adepts applaud,
and like him, believe in the pretended triumph of rea+
fon. But it had not lefs caufe than religion to mournt
over fuch triumphs.  'Was it then, to reinftate man in
the right of bringing his gpinions to the teft of reafon,
that the Sophifters had with unrelenting fury confpired
againft the religion of Chrift ¢ What could they have
intended by this teft ? Was it to exercife the right of
only believing what their reafon when convinced, invis
ted them to believe ? If fo, where the neceflity of con~
fpiring ? Does the religion of Chrift command man'to
believe what his enlightened reafon does not induce him
to believe ? Is it not to convince our reafon that Chrifti-
anity furrounded itfelf with inconteftable proofs, that
Chrift and his Apoftles wrought numberlefs miracles,
that religion has preferved its records, and that her paf-
tors invite the Chriftian to the fpirit of refearch, that,
he may know what has been proved and what he ought
to believe ; that her apoftles formally declare, that Ais
Sfaithy bis fubmiffion fbould be reafonable (rationabile obfe-
quium veftrum ;) and can the Sophifter hence infer

- that confpiracies and the darkeft plots are neceﬂ'ar?' to
vindicate the rights of reafon believing in religion ¢ A
religion whofe Godis the God of reafon ; whofe tenets
are the tenets of reafon ; whofe rights are the rights of

seafon rejefting fophiftry and falfe prejudices, but

whofe duty is to believe from the numerous proofs of
the power, of the fan&tity, of the wifdom and fublim-
3y of the God who fpeaks, and on the authentigity of

his word. : .
p -
* Sketch on the Progrefs of Mind, epoch g.
Vol.1. ... . . Ef
~
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-"If by the rights of reafon the Sophifter means the
right of only believing what his reafon can conceive,
* *and that ceafes to be myfterious ; then thefe rights of
seafon muft truly border on phrenzy. The Sophifter is
no longer to believe in the light of the day nor the
darknefs of the night, till light and its a&ion on man
fhall ceafe to be a myftery ; no longer fhall he believe
in the oak ‘towering over the’ foreft, raifed from an
acorn ; nor in the humble flower glowing in the bright-
eft colors 3 no longer fhall he believe in man, fucceed-
ing from generation to generation ; nature fhall be de-
nied, and his own exiftence remain a doubt until all is
clearly conceived by his reafon, and that the veil of
myftery fpread over thefe various objeéts thall be rent
afunder.—Thus to attain the honors of incredulity, he
fubmits to the garb of folly.

How different is the language of the real fage ! His
reafondeclares that obje&s once proved are to be believ-
ed, however myfterious they may be, under the penalty
of abfurdity ; for then they are belicved to exift be-
caufe their exiftence is demonftrated, and not as the
Sophifter would pretend, becaufe their nature is incon-
ccivable. ‘ :

But another right equally inconceivable and trium-
phantly inculcated by Condorcet is that of being redu.
ced in order to attain to truth, to the only implement that
bas beengiven us to diftinguif/b it ! If then nature has left me
in the dark, on objeéts of the greateft importance, on
my future ftate ; on the means of avoiding 4 deftiny I
dread, or of obtaining thelot I defire ; the man who
thall diffipate the mift with which I am furrounded, will
have robbed me of my rights ? Why did he not fay that
the right of the blind man is alfo to keep to the only in-
firument nature had given him, and that it would be
encroaching on his rights if he that has eyes, fhould
attempt to lead him ? Why did he not conclude that
the blind man had alfo learned with a fort of pride that
nature had never defigned that he fhiould believe in light
on the affertion of another.—What philofophic pride is

_shatof the Sophifter ! His reafon is degraded by a fu-
pernatural faith !—Chriftianity, he thinks, has debafed
his reafon by raifing it above the fphere of this worldf
he thinks the God of Chriftians has vilified man by ex-
plaining to him his eternal deftiny, and leaving him the
memory of his miracles as 2 proof of his word.—Such
a pretenfion was the grand plea for the Antichriftian

-~
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Confpiracy, and dared they invoke the name of reafon ?
Woere they believed to be Philofophers ? And do many
as yet labor under this error 7—But let us return to their
mafters, to Voltaire, D’Alembert and Diderot, let us,
thow to the adepts, the unfortunate dupes of ignorance
alfo decorated with the title of Philofophers.—To ac+
complifh this, it will only be neceflary, to point out
- the moft formal avowals and mutual confidences of thefe
pretended Philofophers. ‘ .
Does God exift, or does he not >—Have I a foul to
fave, or have I not ?—Is this life to be entirely fpent
. for my prefent intereft 7 Am I to believe in a future
ftate ?—1Is this God, this foul and this future ftate what
Iamtold, or am Ito believe quite another thing 2——
Such certainly are the elementary queftions of true fci-
ence, of Philofophy the moft appofite to the happinefs
of man both in itfelf and in its confequences. On
queftions of fuch importance, what do thefe affuming
fages reply, what are their mutual anfwers to each
er, at the very time they are confpiring againft
Chrift 7 Has not the reader feen their letters, theirown
expreflions ; did not thefe men, who pretended to the
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empire of knowledge, formaily and repeatedly declare

that they were unable even to form an opinion on any
of thefe queftions. 'Voltaire confulted by the citizen
or by the prince, confults D’Alembert in his turn,
whether there is a God, whether he has a fonl 5 and
a non liguet (I do not know,) is the anfwer he receives—
Thefe muft be ftrange Philofophers. indeed, uncertain
on the very principles of Philofophy ; whence can they
affume the title of rulers of reafon, they who are igno-
rantof that fcience on which the morals, principles and
bafis of fociety reft ; on which the duties of man, of
the father of a family and of the citizen, of the prince
and of the fubje, on which in fhort, their conduct
and happinefs entirely depend ? What can be their fci-
ence on man if they are perfeftly ignorant of his na-
tune ? What can be their doftrine on his duties; on
his grand concerns ; if they are ignorant of his future
deftiny ? 'What is that Philofophy which barely teaches
me that I am ever to be in the dark with regard to thofe
dbjects, which moft concern me and thofe I am to live
with ? PR

- Wehave fecen D’Alembert, in order tq hide his ignip-
rance, abfurdly excufing it by anfwering, that it could
be of Little concern to man, not to be ableto folve thefe
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queftions on the foul, on God, or on a future ftate.*"

" We have feen Voltaire declaring that nothing was known -

of thefe firft principles, yet own that uncertainty was a:
difagreeable ftate ; but pleading this uncertainty itfelf,
he adds, that certaintyis a ridiculous ftate or that of a
quackt. Thus becaufe the former is ignorant on thefe
queftions, it can little import man to know whether his
concerns extend no further than this mortal life, or
whether a happy or an unhappy eternity is to be his fatee
Becaufe the latter is equally ignorant, though more un-
happy in his ignorance, man is to defpife’ whoever thall
pretend to difpel his doubts 5 Chrift and his Apoftles are
to be treated with ridicule, and certainty fhall be the doc-
trine of a Quack !—This cannot be ignorance -alone, it
muft be pride and folly ; what! Man is to be buried in
darknefs, becaufe the jealous eye of the Sophifteris.daz-
zled with the light. i I

- Hatred, jealoufy and deftruftion contain the whole
fcience of thefe pretended fages. Hate the Gofpel, ca-
lumniate its author, overthrow his altars, “and your fci-
ence will be that of the modern Philofopher. Profefs

" yourfelf a Deift, an Atheift, a Sceptic, a Spinofift, in

fhort, whatever you pleafe ; deny or affirm, fet up a
do&rine or a worfhip in oppofition te the -religion of
.Ctrift, or fet up none, thatis not what cither the fe&
or Voltaire himfelf requires to conftituté a modern Phi-
lofopher. 'When afked what do&rine he withed to fub-
ftitute to that of Chrift, ‘did he not think himfelf author-
ifed to anfwer, I have delivered them from the phyfi-
cians (he called the clergy phyficians,) what farchiet fer-
vice do they require ? Require ! have you not infe&ed
them with the plague ? Have you not unbridled eve

paffion ! And what remedies have you left them ? In
vain were it for us to challenge Voltaire'and his pane~
gyrift Condorcet, they will not anfwer.—No, follow
‘their example ; declare all religious truths to be errone-
ous, falfe, or popular prejudices, to be fuperitition and
fanaticifm ; glory in deftru&ion, little troubling your-
felf with fubftituting fcience for ignorance, or truth for
error 3 to have deftroyed will fuffice, and for that you
fhall be entitled to the high-founding name of h‘moder‘n

" Philofopher. :

At this rate, the reader’s furprife muft ceafe, at the
numerous tribe of Philofophers to be found in every

* Letter to Voltaire asth of July and 4th'of Auguft 1770.
+ Letter to the Prince Royal of Pruffia, 28th Nov. 1770
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rank; of all ages and fexes. But at fuch a rate canan
honeft man pride himfelf in the title of Philofopher.
Such a fcience is, alas! but too eafily acquired. Itis
as yet a problem why Voltaire, on his outfet, feemed to
confine his views to the higher clafles, to kings, nobles
and the rich, why he fhould have excluded beggars and
the rabble. On fecing the guefts fmile at the blafphemies
uttered at table, will not the footman foon equal his
mafter in the Philofophic fcience, will he not alfo learn
to fcoff at the pontiff and the paftor, at thealtar and the
.gofpel | 'Will not the butchering Marfeillois, like Con-
dorcet, glory in having caft off thofe vulgar prejudices,
when in thofe bloody murders of September, he over-
throws the altar and fains its fteps with the blood of its
priefts and pontiffs. Like Voltaire, will he not ftyle
this, the Age of reafon, and of enlightened Philofophy ?
Harangue the vileft of the populace ; tell them that the
priefts are impofing on them, that hell is of theirinven-
tion, that the time is come to throw off the yoke of fa-
naticifm and fuperflition, to. affert the liberty of their
reafon ; and ina few minutes, the ignorant plough-boy
will rival, in Philofophic ‘fcience, the moft, learned of
the adepts. The language may vary, but. the {cience
will be the fame. They will hate with the adept, and
will deftroy what he wifhed to cruth. The more igno-
rant and ferocious they are, the more eafily fhall they
adopt your hatred, which conftitutes the whole of this
. fophifticated fcience. .
 If adepts are fought for in another line, itis eafy to
increafe their numbers, but without adding to the fci-
ence of the fe&. Thuslet the daughter of Necker but
find fome impertinent farcafm of hers againft the Gof-
. g:l, taken for wit by D’ Alembert, and fhe immediately
comes as Philofophic as he, and as void of religious
prejudices as fifter Guillemetta. It had aftonithed ma-
ny to fee the numbers of .young fops, who were already
ftyled philofophers, when they {carce had had time to
read any thing, except afew impious pamphlets, But
.this age of enlightened Philofophy, can no longer be a
fubje&t of furprife.
‘What ! fhall every wanton coquette partake of this
?Philofophg, fhall every hufband or wife, who fcoffs at
conjugal fidelity, fhall every fon who, throwing afide all
fentiments of duty, and denying the agthority of a-pa-
rent, fhall they all be ftyled Philofophers ? The cour-
tier deftitutc of morals, or the man who is 3 flave to,
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and imprudently gives loofe to his paffions, they alfo will
glory in the name of Philofopher ! Voltaire, in fpite of
all their vices, rejects none of thefe from his fchool,
provided they have the neceffary requifites of fcoffing
atthe myfteries, of infulting the priefthood, and hating
the God of the gofpel. Certainly thefe cannot be fim-
ply the dupes of ignorance, miftaken forfcience. Noj
thefe muft be the children of corruption fubftituted for
the fchool of virtue. That folly, that frantic rage
which coafumes Voltaire, confpiring againft his God,
or fetting heaven at defiance, when he writes to D’A«
lembert, twenty years more and God will be in a pretty
plight, or when he repeatedly writes to Damilaville,
crufb, crufb the Wretch ; that 1 fay may be more wors
thy of pity than of blame. Yes, Voltaire in the phren
zy of his rage is to be pitied. That multitude of adepts;
of noblemen, minifters, and citizens, are to be excu-~
{ed, who without having the leaft idea of Philofophy,
have believed themfelves Philofophers, being mifled by
thofe impious Sophifters. I will not even afk them,
fince when could the bare title of Philofopher; affumed
by Frederick and Volaire, fuffice to conftitute them
mafters in a {cience of which they openly profefled their
fgnorance and contempt : I will not tell them, that if
Frederick, confummate in the art of war, could form
warriors ; that if Voltaire, rivalling Corneille, counld
give leflons to the poet, neverthelefs they were both
equally ignorant in point of religion. I will not fay
to them, that this latter is a fcience like all others, re-
quiring great application and ftudy, in order to excel 3
that it was abfurd to look for mafters and teachers in
men who blafphemed what they neither underftood nor
fought to undeérftand 5 in men, who often ftammeri
out a petty fophifm, which they deemed unanfwerabie,
refembled the child, who dafhes the watch on the
ground becaufe the fpring is hidden from him. Such
would be the reflexions of common fenfe, whichthould
have rendered ‘the fchool of the Sophifters at leaft fuf-
pe&ed, if not abfurd and ridiculous to its adepts ; when
Frederick combats the Sorbonne, or Voltaire St. Thom-
as ; when D’Alembert artacks St. Auguftin, or Sifter
Guillemetta St. Paul. , SN |
It is_poffible, that all thefe great Sophifters, debas-
ing on divinityy religion and tenets, may have been

- miftaken by the ignorant adepts for learned do&ors.

But when the :whole fehool, treating of morality and
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virtue, pretend to dire€t them folely by the rules of nat.

ural religion, the very fhadow of a pretext for their de-
lufion, difappears. From cafting an eye on the fe&,
could they perceive a fingle adept who, under the di-
re&tion of Voltaire or D’ Alembert, had quitted his re-
ligion to become a better father or a better fon, a better
hufband or a better man, in fhort more virtuous !
‘Would not the fimple reflexion have fufficed, that this
pretended Philofophy of virtue had regularly been the
refuge of all thofe men who were publicly known te

fecoff at every duty, at all morality : that when the °

friends to religion reproached them with the diffolute-
pefs of their morals, they as conftantly anfwered with
a fort of fneer, fuchreproaches may do for men, who
have not as yet thaken off the prejudices of the Gofpel
-r—bu: we are Philofophers, and we know what to be-
lieve !l

It would be impoflible to hide, that every vice was
cloaked under fuch a Philofophy; the faithlefs wife,
the profligate youth, the man prallifing every art,
whether juft or unjuft, to attain his ends, even to the
loofe women whofe charaters were openly difparaged,
alldecorated them{elves with the highfounding name of
Modern Philofophers. None would have dared to juf-
tify their criminal condu& by anfwering,—I am“a
Chriftiar,—I believe in the Gofpel.—Let not the chiefs
charge the error and ignorance on the difciples. The
adept knew but too well that nothing but the name of
virtue remained in the fchool of the Sophifters; that
the greater progrefs he made in their fcience, the more
he adopted their principles, by fetting at defiance the
reproach of the virtuous man, and by fmothering the
cries of his own conicience. It is true they had not

barefacedly blafphemed the morality of the Gofpel, but -

they had erafed from their code all thofe virtues which
religion maintains to be defcended from heaven. He had
feen the long lift of thofe which they called ferile and
imaginary virtues, or virtues of prejudice ; he had feen
erafed from their code, all that lift of real virtues fuch
as modefty and continence, conjugal fidelity and filial
piety, gratitude and forgivenefs of injuries, difintereft-
ednefs, even probity itfelf.* To thefe virtues they had
fubftituted ambition, pride, vain glory, the gleafures
and the paffions. Their morality acknowle

* See the original texts quoted in the Helvian Letters, vol. 5.

ged - no
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other virtue than that which is advantageous ; nor vicé
but that wbhich is burtful in this world ; and virtue is de=
clared to be but an empty dream if the virtuous man is
unhappy.+ Perfonal intereft is laid down as the fole
principle of all Philofophic virtues ; they fometimes in-
deed name demeficence as one, but that is merely as an
excufe to difpenfe them from the praltice of every other
virtue. Friend, do good to us and we will overhok every
thing elft, is the exprefs dotrine of Voltaire :} but that
was not all. It was neceflary to bring the adepts to
doubt even of the exiftence ot virtue, to doubt whether
in morality there exifted a right and wrong; and it was
to fuch a queftion that Voltaire did not blufh to anfwer,
non liquet (it is not known.)§ As a further ftep they
were to decide, that all that is called * perfe&tion, im-
¢« perfeltion, righteoufnefs, wickednefs, goodnefs,
¢¢ falfehood, wildom, folly, only differed from each
¢¢ other by their fenfations of pleafure or pain.”[}
¢ That the more the Philofopher examined the nature
¢« of things, the lefs he dared to affert that it depended
¢ any more on man to be pufillanimous, choleric; vi<
¢ cious or voluptuous, than it did to be fquinteyed,
¢ hump-backed or lame.”® Such were the leffons of
the confpiring Sophifters, and can it be believed'that
fuch leflons could be miftaken for thofe of virtue and
Philofophy ? o ~

Had the adept been certain as to the exiftence of
vice and virtue, of what confequence would this dife
tin&ion have been to him, when his mafters teach him,
that man is born for happinefs, and that the latter con<
fifts in pleafure, orthe abfence of painyi When laying
afide all folicitude for his foul, he is taught that z5e
motts of the wife man ought to be to watch over bis body ;6§
or that it is by pleafure that God fimulates to virtue.|||}
Such are the leflons taught by Voltaire, Diderot and
D’Alembert, the chiefs of the confpirators.

‘What motives to virtue did thefe chiefs fuggeft to
their adepts when they declared that 2 God neither ra-

Vide fupra, note to gth chapter.
* Fragments on divers fubjeés, Art. VIRTUE.
¢ Philofophical Dictionary, Art. TouT EST BIEN.
il Let. of Phrafybulus,
Y Encyclopedia, Geneva edition, Art. VicE.
§ Encyclopedia, Art. HarrinNEss, and Preface.
D’Alembertda the Elements of Philofophy, No. 5.
[lll Voltaire’s Difcourfe on Happinefs.
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gards their virtues nor their vices, that the fear of this -
Gob is an abfolute folly ! Or when withing to ftifle all
remorfe of confcience, they tell them that ¢ the man
¢¢ void of fear is above the laws—That a bad a&tion,
¢ when ufeful, can be committed without remorfe—
¢« That remorfe is no other than the fear of men and of
s theirlaws.” When carrying their do&trine beyond
all abfurdity, they on one fide affert the liberty of opin-
ions in order to leave man free to choofe the falfe,
whilg, on the other fide they deftroy in him all liberty
of attion to fmother all fymptoms of remorfe.q

Such was the dotrine of the Sophifters. In vain
would they attempt to deny it ; all their writings are
full of it, and particularly thofe which they moft ex-
tolled as their principal mafter-pieces. 'What could
have been the conduct of thefe great philofophers, had
they undertaken to draw up a code of villainy and de-
pravity ? 'What more could be .required to demontftrate
to the world that this pretended age of philofophy was
no other than that of vice; than that of wickednefs
organized into principles and precepts for the ufe of the
abandoned, to whom they might be advantageous.

The only plea that can be left to the numbers of Dupes of
adepts who ftyled themfelves Philofophers, in allevia- Wicked-
tion of their criminality, is the amazing conftancy and nes.
artfulnefs which it required from the chiefs, to propa-
gate their principles, and enfure the fuccefs of their
confpiracy. ]

But with thefe artifices, thefe intrigues, what was
their philofophy ? Let us fuppofe that during the life-
time of Voltaire, of Frederick, or of D’Alembert, and
before depravity had attained to fuch a height, let us
fuppofe that the frequent and repeated orders given to -
the confpirators, 'of frike, but hide your hand, had been
known ; let us fuppofe that the people had been ac-
quainted with all the tortuous means fecretly ufed to
feduce them, would any one then have traced the ac-
tions of the Philofopher, in fuch dark hypocrify, in
fuch perpetual diffimulation, or in the ambufhes which
were their only means of fuccefs. . '

At the time when D’Alembert and Condorcet, ‘Di-
derot, Helvetius and Turgot, held their fittings at the

9. See their texts quoted in the Helvian Letters;” vol. g«
Vol. L. Gg ' s
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Hotel D’Holbach, under the name of (Economifts, and
under the pretence of meditating on the happinefs of
the people, had it been known by that fame peaple,
that they were only plotting againft the altars of the
God whom it adored ; had it been known that thofe
teachers, who had been appointed to inftrut the rifing

generation, were anly the impious emiffaries of ID’Alv

embert, fentto corrupt its morals ; that all thofe haw,

kers of books fold at fo low a rate, were the agents of

the fecret academy, employed ta circulate its poifans,
from towns to villages, and thence to the pooreft cate
tages ; would fuch means, I afk, have entitled the fek
to that refpe&t and veneration which it has ufurped 2
Their wicked plots, once detected, could fuch fages
have fufficed to have given to the century they lived in
the appellation of the Philofophic Age ? No ; without
doubt, horror would have fucceeded to this admiration,
and had the laws remained filent, public indignation
would have avenged Philofophy of the infamous plats
carried on under the cloak of its name. :
Let then this age of pretended Philofophy, caft off
the delufion under which it has been led away, a delu-
fion arifing perhaps more from its own vices and ¢or-
ruption, than from the arts of the confpiratars ; kt it
blufh and repent. That unpolithed multitude, confefs
fing its inexperience in the ways of the Sophifters,
whom inftin&ive virtue fo long preferved from the arts
of feduction, may be excufable ; but let thafe thous
fands of adepts, who are to be found in the courts and
palaces of the great, in the feats of literature, let them
reflet on and fcrutinize their paft condu&. In adopt.
ing impiety they believed themfelves Philofophers. In
throwing off the yoke of the Gofpel, and laying afide
its virtues rather than its myfteries, they miftook the
empty founds. of prejudice and fuperflition, perpetually
repeated by the Sophifters, for profound reafoning,
They were ignorant that the word prejudice anly figni-
fies an opinion void of proofs ; and that they themfelves
had become flaves to prejudice, by cafting off a religion
of which they gloried in not having ftudied the proofs,
while yet they read all the calumnies that its enemies
could compile againft it. Let them feek ftill further
claims to this Philofophy in their own hearts : was it
not to.that lekewarm wearinefs for the virtues of the
Gofpel they were indebted for their admiration of the

S
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confpirators ! Was it not the love of their paffions
awhich made them a prey to incredulity, far more than
.all the intrigues and ambuthes of the Sophifters? It is
much to be feared, that that man is already wicked,
who makes himfelf fo happy and glories fo much in
following the apoftles of wickednefs ; or fmall indeed
muft have been 'his portion of Philofophy, if fuch du-
« plicity, fuch meannefs, and fuch confpiracies could
have been miftaken for wifdom or virtue.

‘Whatever may have been the caufes, it was ordained,
that an age duped by the intrigues and confpiracies of
impiety fhould glory in ftyling itfelf the Ageof Philsfo-
phy. It was ordzined that an age, a dupe to the fran-
tic rage of impiety fubftituted to reafon, a dupe to the
woaths of hatred and the with of crufhing all religion,
miftaken for toleration, for religious liberty and equali-
ty, to ignorance for fcience, to depravity fer virtue, a
dupe in fhort to all the intrigues and plots of the moft

rofound wickednefs miftaken for the proceedings and
means of wifdom ; it was ordained, I fay, that this
Age of Philofophy thould alfo be a dupe to the plots of
the rebellious Sophifters, miftaken for the love of fo-
cie'? and the bafis of public happinefs.
he confpiracy againft the altar, the hatred {worn by
the chiefs againft their God, were not the only legacies
bequeathed by the chiefs to this fchool of modern phi-
lofophy. Voltaire was the father of the Sophifters of
Impiety, and before his death he becomes the chief of
the Sophifters of Rebellion. He had faid to his firft
adepts, let us crufh the altar, andlet not a fingle altar
nor a fingle worfhipper be left to the God of Chriftians ;
and his fchool foon refounded with the cryof, Lez us
crufb the feeptre, and let nota fingle throne, nor afingle
fubjet be left to the kings of the earth ! It was from
the mutual fuccefs of thefetwo fchools, that the revolu-
tion was to be generated in France, which, grafping the
hatchet, was at the fame time to deftroy the altar of the
living God, and imbrue its fteps with the blood of its
Eontxﬂ's 3 to overturn the throne, and firike off the
ead of the unfortunate Lewis XVI. menacing all the
altars of Chriftendom, all the kings of the earth with
a fimilar fate. To the plots contrived under the veil of

liberty and equality, applied to religion, and of religious

toleration, are to {fucceed thofe begotten under the veil
of political liberty and equality. The myfteries of the
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fecond confpiracy, of the Sophifiers of Rebellion, com-
bining with thofe of Impiety, in orderto generate the
modern JacoBins, will be the obje&t of the Second
Part of thefe Memoirs.

.

END OF THE FIRST PART.
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