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PREFACE

)

OF THE

 TRANSLATOR.

THE Second Volume of the  Memirs of Yan

cobinifm,”’ containing the ANTIMONARCHI-
caL CONSPIRACY, is prefented to the Public with-
out the advantage which the Firft poffefled in the
flattering fanction of Mr. Burke’s favorable opin-
ion ; an awful event having deprived the world
of that illuftrious writer. ﬁx the firft of his Poft-
humous Works however, we find him attributing
the progrefs of the French Revolution to a Spirit
of Profelytifm: he calls it “ 4 Rewolution of
¢ Decirine and Theoretic Degma, bearing little
¢ analogy with any of thofe Revolutions which
¢ had ever been breught about in Europe, on
¢ principles merely political.”’* Our readers
will be furprifed at the coincidence of this Work
with the ideas of that eloquent Champion of Real
Liberty. The very education of the Adept in
Rebellion is defcribed ; the dangerous tendency of

* Thougixis on French Affairs, 1791, poge 6. .° . ' -.-
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TRANSLATOR’S PREFPACE.

#naxims which have been received in their abftract
fenfe is explained ; the means employed to per-
vert them into principles of rebellion is demor:.
ftrated ; divers eflays of their new dottrines ¢. .
lineated ; and, fipally, the union ef men t' .-
educated with the moft formidable Set of .- - -
quity, in the Occult Lodges* of Free-mafer.
illuftrated. With fuch a regular progreii. « ..
the training of youth, with fuch deteftab! . .. -
to lead them, what evil is there that mz - o "&*
feared. Is nat the public weal in dang:: 7 - it
not become a problem in the prefent ftate oi fu-
TOPe—WHETHER A SINGLE GOVERNMENT SHALL
sUBSIST ? Is mot every State equally threatened
with danger ?

Should any readers have viewed with indiffer-
ence the formidable though evident Confpiracy
againft Chriftianity, and bave contented them.
felves with faying, that it was the bufinefs of the
Clergy to guard againft that; let them remem-
ber, that the ANTIMONARCHICAL  CONSPIRACY
approaches pne ftep nearer to them—It will rob

- them of their laws, and’ plunge them into the

horrors of civil war.—Such fears may perhapy
awaken them, and fpur them on to the ftudy of
principles fully detailed in this Volume (for it is
a work of refletion and not of amufement ;)
and if intreating of theOccult Lodges of Mafonry
they find horrors fcarcely credible, let them, re-
ﬂeé{ on the'proofs adduced, and fhudder at the
precipice yawning beneath them. It is the duty of
every fubject to avert the impending danger.—
Let the parent inftru& the child, whofe happinefs
may be endangered both in this life and the next.
. ¥ We repeat, that by OccurLT LopGes are meant thofe
Lopces which were hidden from the generality of Free-mafons
themfelves: ‘They are not the common Lodges .trec';uentedbz
men too honorable te be tampered with, and teo much attache

to their God and country to hearken to the rebellious and impi-
ous plots of the ARRIERES LOGES.

‘»
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Let the Clergyman enlighten his flock on the
perils with which it is threatened ; for it is the
‘duty he owes to his Gop and to his Country
Let the Magiftrate watch over his diftri&t ; for
the laws call on him for his aid, and it is he that
would fall the firft vi&tim of the popular fury.
Let the honorable Mafon read and learn the abu-
fes to which the Lodges are expofed, and he will
guard them againft the impious and rebellious
principles of Occult Mafonry. In fine, in ap-
pealing to the moft incredulous, we fhall lay be-
fore them the words of the learned and military
Commentator of Polybius ("Chevalier de Follard, )
who, fpeaking of the revolt of the foreign troops
againft the Carthaginians, after many fhrewd ob-
fervations on Confpiracies in general, turns his
mind toward the times in which he was then
writing, and as early as the year 1724, makes
ufe of the following remarkable expreffions :
¢ A Confpiracy is forming at this prefent time,
¢ gradually gaining ground, and by means fo
¢ fubtile, that I regret my not having come into
¢ the world shirty years later to fee the end of it.
¢¢ It muft be owned, that certain politicians are
¢ very wife, and that the glaffes of the European
¢ Powers are dim indeed. If ever mathematical
¢ progfs were acquired, it is at prefent.”* May
my countrymen duly refle& on, and timely profit
by this hint! T.

* Hiftoire de Polybe, Vol. II page 329. The Chevalier de
Follard died at Avignon, 1753.
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‘Preliminary Difcourfe.

IN this Second Part of the ¢ MeMOIRS ILLUSTRA- Planofthis
TING THE HisTorRY OF JacoBinisM,” our object will 2d part
be to thow, how the Sopbijlers ¢f Impiety, becoming the
Sophifters of Rebellion, atter having confpired againft
every altar, confpire againft every throne. We fhall
demonttrate, that thefe men under the name of Phi-
lofophers, after having fworn to cruth Chrift and his
altars, bound themfelves in a fecond oath to annihilate
all regal power. -

~ 'We have faid, inthe former part of this work,* that

the Sophifters of Impiety, when they were become the
Sophifters alfo of Rebellion, had leagued with a fe&,

long fince concealed in the occult lodges of Freema-
fonry, whofe adepts, like the modern Philofophers,

had fworn hatred to the altar and the throne, had fworn

to cruth the God of the Chriftians, and utterly to ex
tirpate the Kings of the earth.

This two-fold obje& naturally divides our Second
Volume into two Parts. The grft will develope the
rife and progrefs of the Confpiracy of the Sopgiﬂers,
called Philofophers: The fecond, of that fe, which
we have denominated Occult Mafors ( Arriéres Ma-
gonsy ) to diftinguifh their adepts from the multitude of
brethren whoe were too virtuous to be initiated in the
occult myfleries, too religious, and too faithful citizens
to affociate in their plots,

After having treated feparately of thefe two confpir-
acies, though both tending to the fame obje&t, we fhall
fhow them leaguing together; and by their united efe

* Preliminary Difcourfe, vol. 1. p. xvi.

Vol. 1I. B



i PRELIMINARY DISCOURSE.

forts accomplithing that part of the French Revolution”
which effeled the overthrow of Religion and Monar-
chy, of the altar and the throne; in a word, which
murdered;, bafely murdered, the unfortunate Lewis
XVI. on a [caffold.
Reflerions  Confining ourfelves to fas, and fupprefling the pow-
onthe con- €rs of imagination, it feems incumbent on us to~fubmit
fpirac fome few refletions to the reader, which, though nat-
s, urally flowing from the fubject, are yet requifite to en-
g able him to follow the progrefs of the Sophifters in
their fecond confpiracy, to fhow by what gradations
they pafled, or rather with that celerity they were hur-
ried headlong, from the fchool of impiety to that of
rebellion, by the inherent tendency of their principles.
‘While, under the direftion of Voltaire, thefe pre-
tended Philofophers had merely applied their principles
of liberty and equality to matters of faith, and had-
thence confpired againft the God of the gofpel, that
each might be at liberty to form his ewn religion, or
“throw off every religious tie ;—during that time, few
were the obftacles they had to fear from thofe various
claffes of men, which it was chiefly their objet to cap--
Ltivate. During their war againft Chriftianity, the paf- .
fions proved their moft powerful allies. There would
~be no great difficulty in deluding thofe unfortunate men,
who combat the myfteries which they do not under-
ftand, merely to exempt themfelves from the reftraint
of thofe precepts and the pralQlice of thofe virtues
which are unfavorable to their paffions. _
Sovereigns, feldom much verfed in the fcience or hif-
tory of religion ; men who often, under the fan&ion
of opulence and the fplendour of rank, only feek to-
*throw off all control on their moral conduét; others
afpiring at fortune, and caring not by what unwarran-
" table means they acquire it; vain men panting after an
empty name, and ready to facrifice every truth toa far-
caftic meteor, or fome blafphemy miftaken for wit, and
others who would have had little hope of celebrity had
* they not dire€ted their genius againft their God ;—in
thort, all thofe men who, eafily receiving fophifms for
" demonftrative proofs, never troubled themfelves with
the inveftigation of that equality of rights, and that /ib-
erty of reafon, which the confpiring fe&t reprefented to
them as being incompatible with a religion revealed, -and
+ replete with myfteries. -
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Few even of the adepts had ever refle@ed on the ab-
€urdity of oppofing the rights of reafon to revelation ;
as if thofe pretended rights of our limited reafon were
to fufpend the power of an infinite God who reveals
himfelf, or were to depreciate the truth of his oracles;
and of the miffion of his Prophetsand Apoftles. The
never had refle€ted, that the whole queftion of thefe
wights of reafon turned fimply on this : toknow wheth~
er God had fpoken or not ; and to believe and filently
adore whatever might be the nature of the truths he
had revealed.

Men fo little able to comprehend and to defend the
rights of their God, could not have been very dange-
rous adverfaries for the Sophifters, who are perpetuall
fetting this liberty of reafon in oppofition to the Gofpel.

But how different the cafe, when the fe& applying
‘thig fame liberty and equality to the empire of human
laws and to civil fociety, concludes, that after having
crufhed the altar, it was alfo neceflary to overturn every
throne, in order that men miﬁht be reinftated in their
original Liberty and Equality ! A confpiracy on fuch
principles, and drawiug after it fuch confequences, muft
naturally have been combated by the interefts and the
pafions of the Royal Sophifters, of the protecting
Princes, and of all thofe adepts of the higher claffes,
‘awho were fo docile to the accents of liberty, when thofe
accents only menaced the deftrution of the Religion
of their God. .

Voltaire and D’Alembert could not expet to find
Frederick, Jofeph II. Catherine III. or Guftavus of
Sweden, much difpofed to fubvert their refpettive
thrones. It was very probable too, that many other
protecting adepts, fuch as minifters or courtiers, nobles,
or wealthy perfons diftinguithed by their rank, would
foon perceive the danger of depending on a multitude,
who, having thrown off all obedience, would foon
gralp at fovereignty itfelf, and, -as the firft eflay of its
power, would level every fpecies of property, and ftrike
off every head which rofe above that maltitude.

On the fide of the Sophifters themfelves, though
gratitude could have had but little weight with them,
yet their intereft, their very exiftence might have abated
their eagernefs againft the throne. D’Alembert lived
on penfions from the Kings of France and Prufhia ; his
very ‘apartment in the Louvre was a gift from Lewis
XVL o The Emprefs of Ruflia alone fupported Dide-
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rot's ruined fortune; and the Grand Duke penfioned
the adept La Harpe. Damilaville would have been a2
beggar, if difcarded from his office. - The Philofophic
Sanhedrim of that French Academy compofed of fo
many adepts owed its exiftence, its means, its couns
ters (jettons g to the generofity of the monarch. There
were few other fcribbling Sophifters who did not either
look up to a penfion, or had not already obtained one
by the intrigues of the prote&ing minifters.

Voltaire had acquired an independent fortune 3 but
he was not, on that account, the lefs elated whea M.
de Choifeul gave him back the penfion which, twelve
years before, he had loft, on account of his impious
writings.* Befide, nobody knew better than did Vol-
taire, that he was chiefly indebted for the fuccefs of his
Antichriftian Confpiracy to the royal adepts. He was
too proud of numbering among his difciples Imperial
and Rega.l Sovereigns, to confpire againft their very ex-
iftence on earth. :

All thefe motives, therefore, gave quite a different
turn to the confpiracy againft the Throne, from that
which we have already feen ere@ted agafhft the Altar.
In the warfare againft the Gofpel, Liberty and Equal-
ity could have been but a fhallow pretence ; it was their
hatred againft Chrift by which they were hurried away.
It is hardly poffible that they could have concealed from
themfelves that it was rather a war waged by their paf-
fions againft the virtues of the gofpel, than a warfare of
reafon againft the myfterics of Chriftianity. In the An-~
timonarchical Confpiracy, the pretext had grown into
convi&tion. The Sophifters believed their principles of
Liberty and Equality to be demonftrated, they did not
even fufpet an error in their principles. They believed
the war which they waged againft Kings, to be a war
of juftice and of wifdom. In the former conlfpiracy, it
was the paflions inventing principles to combat the God
of the Chriftians; in the latter, it was reafon, mifled
by thofe fame principles, feeking and glorying in the
downfal of every crowned head.

Rapid had been the progrefs of the paffions. From
his very birth, Voltaire's hatred againft Chrift had been.
at its height. Scarcely had he known, ere he hated,
fcarcely hated when he fwore to crufh, the God of the

'Ch\:iﬂ:ians. Not fuch was the progrefs of the hatred a-

# Let, to Damilaville, oth Jannary 1762. .
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gainft Kings. This fentiment had, like opinion and con-
viltion, its gradations. The very intereft of the Sophif-
ters of Impiety thwarted for a long time the meafures of
thofe of Rebellion ; many years were neceflary to ena-
ble the fe& to form its fyltems, to determine its plots,
and refolve on its objet. Were we to precipitate its
fteps, we fhould be guilty of mifreprefentation. As
faithful hiftorians, it will be incumbent on us, to thow
this hatred againft Kings in its infancy, that is, fpring-
ing from the hatred againft Chrift, and fucceflively a
plying thofe principles invented againft the altar, to the
deftru&tion of the throne. This hatred againft kings
had even in the chicfs of the confpirators its gradations :
bat their fyftems will complete the delufion, and root it
in the hearts of the adepts. It will bgar abfolute fway
over their fecret academy, and there will the fame plots
be contrived againft the throne as Philofophifm had
framed againft the altar. The fame means and the fame
fuccefs will combine the confpiracies. The fame crimes
and the fame difafters will combine the revolutions.
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ANTIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY,

CHAP. 1.

-Firfl Step in the Confpiracy againff Kings.—¥ oltaire and
D’ Alembert paffing from the Hatred of Chriftianity to
the Hatred of Kings.

, UR attention to truth and juftice with regard to a volesire 2t
man, who was fo far from both with refpeét to firft friend-
religion, obliges us to begin this chapter by a declara- lytoKings;

tion, which might make Voltaire appear to be the far-
theftfrom an enemy, much lefs from being the author
of aconfpiracy againft the throne. If this man, the
‘moft unrelenting chief when confpiring againft Chrifti~
anity, had followed the bias of his own inclination § er
‘had he been able to {fway his adepts in politics as he had
in impiety, never would that oath of deftroying the
‘throne have iffued from his fchool. :
Voltaire loved kings ; their favor and their carefles
_ were his delight ; he was even dazzled with their great-
nefs. His fentiments cannot be miftaken, after having
feen him glory in finging the praifes of Lewis XIV. or
Henry IV, kings of France; of Charles XII. king of
Sweden ; of the Czar Peter Emperor of.all the Ruf-
fias 3 of Frederick II#§ing of Pruffia; and of fo many
other kings both of ancient and modern times.

Voltaire had all the habits and manners of the great,
and at his court of Ferney atted the Grandee perfeitly
‘well.  He had too high an opinion of his own abilities
to affimilate himfelf, by Equality, to that multitude
which he contemptuoufly ftiles, the beggarly canaille.

He was not only partial to kings, but even to the mo-

- narchical form of government. When he gives a loofe
to his own fentiments, and in his hiftorical writings,
we fec him invariably preferring the dominion of pnx

)
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to that of the Mmany. He could not endure the idea of
having fo many mafters as there were counfellers in the
parliament ;* Kow then could he adopt that liberty and
fovereignty of the people which would have given him
as joint fovereigns, the towns and {uburbs, the peafantry
and his own vaflals. He who fo much delighted in

-reigning in his ewn caftle, who was fo jealous of his

fealous of
the title

of faithful °
fubjedt.

prerogatives in the midft of his ‘eftates which he called
his little Province, how could he with to {fan&tion a Lib-
erty and Equality which was to level the caftle with the
cottage ?

Befide, Voltaire’s principal obje&t was to annihilate
Chriftianity ; and he feared hothing fo much as to be
thwarted by the kings in his undertaking, on pretence
that he equally aimed his blows at the throne as he did

‘againit the altar, It was for this reafon that he per-

petually warns the adepts of what confequence it was,
that the Philofophers thould be confidered as faithful fub-
je€ts. When affuring Marmontel how much he (Vol-
taire) was prote&ed by Choifeul and the eourtezan Pomi-
padour, he writes, that they may fend him any thing
without danger. ¢ They know that we love the ki

¢ and the ftate. It was not among us that fuch people
¢¢ as Damien heard the voice of rebellion. Iam drain-
¢ ing a bog, I am building a church, and I pray for
¢« theking. We defy either Janfenift or Molinift to have
¢ 2 greater attachment for the king than we have. My
¢ dear friend, the king muft be acquainted that the
¢« Philofphers are more attached to bim than all the fanat-

¢ jcs and hypecrites.in his kingdom.”+ ,

It was the felf-fame motive which induced him to
write to Helvetius (that Sephifter whom we fhall fee fo
unrelenting it his hatred to kings,) ¢ Iz is the kings in-

* ¢ tergft that the number of Philofophers fhould aug-

¢ ment, and that of the: Fanatics diminith. We are
¢« quiet, and they are all difiybers of the.peace ; awe
¢ are citizens, they are the ghildren of fedition. Tk
¢ faithful fervants of the king, and of reafon, fhall tri-
¢ umph at Paris, at Vorei, and even at the Délices.”

Apprehenfive, however, that the Philofophers might
be fufpeted, notwithftanding all his proteftations, he
had already written thus to D’Alembert; ¢ Do you
¢ know who the bad citizen s that wifhes to perfuade
¢ the Dauphin that Franee is overrun with the enemies.

* Let. to D’Alembert, -+ 13th Auguft, 1760.

$ a7th Oober, 1760, T rath Aogul 57
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¢ of, religion ? They will not pretend to fay, I hope,
. that Peter Damiens, Francis Ravaillac, and their
¢ -predeceflors were Deifts and Philofophers.” Never-
thelefs, he ends his letter by faying, ¢ I fear that Pe-
¢¢ ter Damiens will be a great detriment to Philofophy,”*
Finally, if any thing can paintin ftrong colours Vol-
taire’s attachment to kings, it will be the method in
which he treats thofe of the adepts who dared attack
the authority of the {overeign. The adept Thiriot had
{ent him a. work on the Theory of Taxation, and Vol-
taire anfwers, ¢ Received the Theory of Taxation, an obe
$¢ fcure theory, and apparently to me an abfurd one.
¢ All fuch theories are very ill timed, as they only ferve
“¢ to make fortign nations believe that our refources
¢ are exhaufted, and that they may infult and attack us
¢¢ with impunity. Such men are very extraordinary citi-
& umiﬂded,, and- curious friends to man. Let them
¢¢ come where I am on the frontiers, and they will pre-
¢ fently change their opinions. They will foon fee how nes
¢ ceflary st is that theking and the flate fbould be vefpedted.
s« Upon my wordy at Paris people fee every thing topfy
€ turvy.t : : :
. The fauncheft Royalift could not have infifted in 3
<clearer manner on the neceflity of fupporting the Royal
authority 3 neverthelefs, he had already let fall many
expreflions which little denoted any zeal for the caufe of
kings. He had not adopted, as yet, that Philofophifm
of rebellion, of Liberty and Equality, which was to
fanaticife the French people, and raife Robefpierres
and Marats in fucceflion to the fanatics Ravaillac and
Damiens. There were times even when he would have
treated the Mirabeaux, La Fayettes and Baillys, as he
ufed fometimes to treat thofe mad (Economifts, who,
attacking the authority of kings, faw, through their
pretended theory, every thing in a wrong light. But
this love for his king was but a remnant of his firft ed-
ucation, which Philofophifm had often belied, and of
which the very trace would foon be erafed from the
heart of the Sophifter.
.. Had Voltaire, either from his own fentiments, or for
the intereft of the fe&, been ftill more defirous of be-
ing looked upon as 2 good citizen, or a faithful fubje&t

to the king, yet the adepts could have retorted the argu-
* 16th January, 1757. -+ 11th January, 1761,
Vol. II, - C

L]

Defends
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Liberty
and Equal-
ity.
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ments he had perpetually repeated to ftir them aop 2.
lg,ain{t Chriftianity, in too powerful a manner againft
is arguments in favor of kings, for him to have been
able to withftand them. It was but natural that men
who had been taught to oppofe their Liberty and Equal-
ity to the God of revelation, to his minifters and pro-
phets, fhould alfo oppofe them to the kings of the earth.
Voltaire had faught them that the Equality of rights
and Liberty of reafon were incompatible with that pow-
er of the church and of the gofpel commanding a fub-
mifion to and a belief in myfteries which were incon-
ceivable by reafon. The adepts, as the next ftep, des
clare that the equality of men, the liberty of nature,
were equally incompatible with any fubmifion to the
empire and laws of ore man, or even of many, whether
called parliaments or fenates, lords or princes, pretend-
ing to the dominjon over a whole nation, and di&aﬁn{g
laws to the multitude, who had neither made them, dif-
cuffed them, nor withed for them.
" Thefe principles, fo forcibly infifted on by Voltaire
when combating Chriftianity, might naturatly be objec-
ted to his propofitions refpecting {fubmiffion to the fove-
seign ; and they were fo. The adepts urged the confe-
quences, and the premier chief was unwilling. to lofe
the pre-eminence, over his own fchool, -in what he cal-
led Philofophy. The procefs by which he was led from
the Sophiftry of Impiety to that of Rebellion, is too
much blended with the progrels of his antireligious
Philofophifm, not to be worthy of inveftigation. '
Voltaire had been aluated by no othét paflion than
that of hatred again@t Chrift, when in the year 1718
he caufed to be publicly recited in his tragedy of (Edi-
pus thofe two famous verfes which alone comprehend
the whole of that antireligious revolution which' was -
to be accomplithed feventy years afterward's '

Pricfts are not what they feem to vulga;f eyes,
In our credulity their fcience lies.™

Thefe two lines only proclaim that Equality of rights
and Liberty of reafon which, difavowing the authority
or miffion of the clergy, leave the people at full liberty
to form their religious tenets on whatever they may
pleafe to call their reafon.. But many years elapfed be-

* Les pretrés ne font pas ce qu’un valn peuple penfe ;
Notre credulité fait toutg leur fcience. A

L]
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fore Voltaire could form a correct idea of that liberty
and equality which was to diveft the monarch of his
sights, as he had divefted the church of her's. Iteven
appears that he had not at that time any idea of dedu-
cing from this liberty and equality principles fo fatal to
monarchy ; that he was perfeétly ignorant of what
Liberty and Equality, applied to civil fociety, meant,
when {c publifhed his epiftles or difcourfes on Liberty
and Equality in 1738. "The firft leflons he received on
the fubje&t were from his e/eve Thiriot; whom he had
left in England, and from whom he ‘wifhed to learn
what opinion the adepts had formed on thofe epiftles.
Or, as is more probable, Thiriot, knowing his mafter’s
bias for ariftocracy, only wrote that he had not fuffi-
ciently gone to the point, and that he was notin complete
pofleflion of the true principles. Piqued at fuch a re-
proach, Voltaire, ke a man who did not care to fee
himfelf outdone by his difciples, writes, ¢ A word on
¢ the Epiftles. 'Where the devil do you find that the
¢¢ do net go to the point. There is not a fingle verfe
¢ in the firft epiftle, which does not thow the equality
¢ of conditions, nor one in the fecond which does not
¢ prove Jiberty.”t '

Notwithftanding this reply, the difciple was in the
right. He might have rejoined, that throughout the
whole of the Epiftles there was not a fingle verfe which,
philofophically fpeaking, was not a mifconftruttion ;
fince, 1n the firft, all that Voltaire aimed at proving
was, that in all ftations of life the fum total of happi-
nefs was nearly the fame ; and in the fecond, liberty is
confidered much more as a phyfical faculty, than asa
natural, civil, and political right. The inference drawn
from the firft is, that it is ufelefs for man to trouble
himfelf about the difference of ftations as the fame por-
tion of happinefs is nearly allotted to each; the fecond
. does not even mention that liberty which the adepts fo
much infift on againft kings, and only afferts that lib-
erty which fo well demonftrates the diftin€tion of right
and wrong, and which the fe& alwayslooked upon as
too favorable to religion. '

‘Without feeming to fubmit to his difciples, Voltaire,
neverthelefs, gradually adopted their fentiments ; vexed
at having afferted the rights of free agency, he coun-
tera&ed all the influence that do&rine might have had,

+ Leter to Thiriot, 24th Oober, 1738,
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and gave his definition of liberty* fuch a turn, that
Predeftinarians themfelves could not have cavilled at it.
In a word, he no longer afferted any other liberty than
that which has proved fuch a powerful weapon againft
fovereignty in the hands of the fe&.

| The corre@ions he made in his Epiftle on Equality,
had a more diret affinity to the {yftem of the political
revolution. In the firft edition of that Epiftle we read,

Equal the flate, in men the difference lies.t
The fe@ withed him to have faid,

Equal are men, in ftates the difference lies.}

At length Voltaire underftood their meaning, and

blufhed at finding that his own difciples had madea
greater progrefs in the knowledge of Equality than he
had himfelf ; and to avoid their future criticifms he
changed both his dotrine and his verfes.. He corretted,
and almoft reconftru&ted his Epiftle on Equality 5 nor
did he let his poetic genius reft, till he had thown the
. adepts, that he underftood the equality of man as well
as they did, and that they could no longer rzproach him
with not going to the point. It was then that he wrote
the following verfes, which contain all that the revolu-

* If we are to believe this definition, Liberty confifts in the
power of dsing what we will. A true metaphyfician would fay,
The power itfelf, the faculty of willing or not willing, that is to
fay, of deternmining one’s will, of abaygng and «willing any thing,
or the contrary, Thefe twe definitions are very different. Itis
not the power but the wi// which is culpable. A righteous man
has frequently the fame power of committing the fame crime as
the wicked man; but one wills it, while the other does not.
The wicked man 1s at liberty nof to will it, as the upright manis
at liberty to will it ; otherwife, there can be no moral difference
between the good and the.bad man. For how could the latter
be culpable, if he had not had it in his power to will the contra-

? Suppofe three men—the firft caz cemmit 2 bad a&ion, but
his will freely refecds it : The fecond can accomplifh the {ame,
and he freely awills it : The third not only can but ke ifr¢fiffibly
awills it. The firft of thefe men will be a virtuous man, the fe-
cond a wicked man, the third a mere brutal machine, a mad-
man who is neither mafter of his will nor of his reafon. The
wicked man and the mad one could and did will the fame a&ion.
The difference does not lie in the power or the aéion, but in the
will idelf more or lefs free to will or not to will. But Voltaire
and his fophiftical fchool had their reafens for not making fuch
diftinctions.

4 Les Etats fopt égaux, mais.les hommes différent ;
T Les hommes font égaux, et les états différent !
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tionary populace have alledged againft the wealthy, the
nobility, and kings, in proof of its equality.

With calm indifference let my friend furvey

‘The pomp of riches and defpotic fway ;

‘This werld’s a ball, where his undazzYed eyes
Pierce thro’ eaeh filly aéor’s vain difguife.

My Lerd, your Highnefs, are the mafks that hide
Their little beings and exalt their pride ; .
But, men are equal ; pride do what you can,

The mafk may differ but the fame the man.

The five weak fenfes by us all pofleft,

Of good, of evil, are our only teft. .

A flave has five, Jix can the monarch claim ?

The fame his body and his foul the fame.*

This is precifely what the democratic rabble of Paris
was wont to fay, lefs elegantly indeed, when it afked
whether kings and nobles were not made of the fame
clay as the fimple clown ? Whether thofe who enjoyed
large fortunes had two ftomachs? And of what ufe
were all thofe diftinétions of Sovereigns, Princes, or
Chevaliers, fince a/l men were equal ? o

It was with relu@ance, it muft be confeffed, that
WVoltaire became the Apoftle of Equality. For without
having a body or foul of a different fpecies from that
of Pompignan, Freron, or Desfontaines, or of fo ma-
ny other men whom he was perpetunally overwhelming
with his farcafms, he neverthelefs was‘aware that in the
fame fpecies, and with the fame nature, there exifted
no fmall inequality among men ; that without being en-
dowed with a fixth fenfe, he felt the great diftance there
was between himfelf and the rabble he fo much defpi-
{ed. At length he fubmitted to the criticifms of the
adepts, and after having declared

* Tu vois, cher Arifton, d’ua ceil d’indifference .
La grandeur tyramnique, et la fiere opulence.

" Tes yeux d’un faux éclat ne font point abutés ;
Ce monde eft un grand bal, ot des fous ctlechifés,
Sous les rifibles noms d’Eminence et d’Altefle,
Penfent enfler leur étre et hauffer leur baffeffe,
Envain des vanités ’appareil nous furprend ;
Les mortels font egaux, le mafque eft différent.
Nos cinq fens imparfaits, donnés par la natare,
De nos biens, de nos maux font la feule mefure.
Les Rois en ont-ils fix ? et lexr ame et leur corps’
Somt-ils dune autre ¢fpéce ? ont-ils dautres refforts 7
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 Edqual the ftate, in men the differencelies.® - - .-
he writes in abfolute oppofition, R
The mafk may differ But the fame the man.}

As to that liberty which commences in the. love of
Republicanifm, and ends in the hatred of Kings, it is
probable that Voltaire would never have adopted it, had
it not-been neceflary to eftablifh that liberty which was
effential to the hatred of Chrift ; but he had found him-
felf too much thwarted by the authority of Kings in his
firlt publications againft Chriftianity. In Holland he
enjoyed a greater li%erty for printing his blafphemies ;
and 1t was to that circumftance, that he owed his bias
for Republicaniim. Thofe who have read his correfpon-
dence while in Holland, and particularly the following
letter to the Marquis DArgenfon, dated from the
Hague, will not,have a'doubt that this was the cafe.
¢ Iam, fays he; better pleafed even with the abufes of
¢ the liberty of the prefs here, than with that fort of
¢ flavery under which the human mind is kept in France.
¢ If you continue on that plan, the fimple remembrance
¢ of the glorious age of Lewis XIV. will be all thar will

¢ remain. This degeneracy almoft inclines me to fet,

sc tle in the country I am now in. 'Che Hagueis 3
s¢ charming refidence ; liberty alleviates the rigors of the
¢ winter. I like to fee the Rulevs ¢f the State no more than
% plain Citizens. There are fallions, it is true, yet they

"« muft exift in Republics : But faGtion daes not damp

¢ patrioti{m, and I {ee great men contending with great
¢ men.~On the other fide I fee, with equal admiration,
¢ the chief members of the ftate walking on foot with-
¢ out fervants, living in houfes worthy of thofe Roman
¢ Confuls who drefled their own roots; you would
¢ like this government extremely, notwithftanding all
¢ thofe imperfeQions which are unavoidable in'it. I
¢ is entixely municipal, and that is what you admire.}”
All thefe exprefhons naturally denote a man declining
towards a- Republican Liberty and Equality, .and who

" impatiently bore the yoke of Kings. A few years after,

we may obferve this pafion much more predomjnant in

* Les Etats font égaux, mais les hommes gii&Eréht.“
4 Les Mortelsfont égaux, Je mafque eft different.§
1 Let. 8th Auguft, 1743: ’

I 1Rand 2d Edit.  § See the va{iatiom, edit, of Kelk
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Voltaire, efpecially in a letter which he is fuppofed to
have written to an Academician of Marfeilles, and men-
tioned in Mr. de Bevis’s Memoirs. ¢ I fhould accept
¢ your invitation, were Marfeilles ftill a Grecian Re-
- ¢ public ; for I greatly admire Academies, bur am much
<« more partial to Republics. How happy are thofe
¢ countries where our mafters vifit us, and are not af-
¢ fronted when we do not return to wait on them ¥’ -
> In all this, however, we fee nothing more than a
partiality for Republics § it was not pofitively a ha-
tred of Kings, nor an imputation of tyranny and def-
potifm in the regal government. But a few years after
this, that fame rancour is direted by Voltaire againft
the throne, which he had already conceived againft the
altar. Such at leaft is clearly the purport of a confiden-
tial letter which he writes to D’Alembert, wherein he
-fays, ¢ As to Duluc (the King of Pruffia,) fometimes
¢ biting fometimes bitten, he mnft be a2 moft unhappy 1. cecren
¢« mortal ; and thofe men who put themfolues in'the way of a on Kings;
¢ muphet or a fabre for fuch gentry, are myfl abominable fools.
¢ Don’t betray my fecret either to Kings or Priefts.”*

This, however, could be no fecret tothofe who had
obferved the modérn Sophifters trying to caft all the o-
dium of war and its miferies on Kings and the nature of
their governments, and wifhing to perfuade the people
that their only way of acquiring happinefs, and everlaf-
ting peace, was, to take the government into their own
hands by wrefting it from their Royal Mafters. This
propofition, fo evidently contradi€ted by that perpetual
ftate of warfare, interior or exterior, fo common to Re-
publics, evinces that Voltaire had no care about proof,
when he decided in fo peremptory a ftile, that thofe
who were perfuaded they were fighting for their coun- -
try when rallied under the ftandard of their King, were
moft abominable fools. - .

We fhould particularly remark in this letter, how
much his fecret with regard o Kings is conneéted with
that refpe&ing the Prigffbovd ; and he had mote than
once publicly divulged them both. The latter he had
exprefled in the verfes already quoted from his Trage
dy of (Edipus, = : _ ' :

Priefts are not what they feem to yulgar eyes, .

In our credulity their fcience lies i1

* yath Decen:nber, 1957, : N o
1 Les pretrés ne font pas cé qu’un vain peuple penfe ;
Notre credulite fait toute leur {cience :
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and as to the former, we fee Voltaire by the fame means
teaching the people what they are to think with regard
to Sovereigns, their rights, and their origin ; or with
regard to the Nobility, who are perpetually led and
fpurred on to the defence of their country in emula~
tion of thofe fervices by which their anceftors diftin-
guifhed themfelves. It would be in vain to excufe the
poet : it is a hatred of Kings, and not the genius of
poctry, which infpires fuch artful turns, and makes the
dramatic actor fpeak the fentiments of the Sophifter.
It certainly was not the love of Monarchy which di€ta-
ted the following verfes, -and caufed them to be fpoken
on the-ftage of 2 nation under the dominion of a King,
and proud of the atchievements of its Nobility. In his
Tragedy of Mérope, he fays, ‘

5qn§e lucky foldier was the firft of Kings;
‘Who ferves the fate, no matter whence he fprings.{

‘When Volfaite taught this doftrine to the French.
people, the Antimonarchical Revolution had madé as’
great a progrefs in his mind, as the Antichriftian for-
merly had, when the verfes already quoted had been
fpoken againft the Clergy.. But nothing fhort of the
moft abandoned Jacobinifm could teftify applaufe when
Voltaire continues, Do you wifh to be happy ? Never own
a mafler® - :

It was thus that Voltaire, carried away by his Syftem
of Liberty oppofed to the Altar; daily cherithed the
fentiments of that liberty which was to combat the
throné.” Nor was it inadvertently that thefe maxims
efcaped from his poetic genius. In his correfpondence.
with D’Alembert, his intention appears clearly when
he points out to his ‘confidant, all thofe verfes which
may teach the fubje to rife in judgment againft his
King, or even to become his affaffin or kecutionery

" fhould he ever chufeto view his Prince in the light of

a tyrant or a defpot. Exally fuch are the paffages
which he wifhes D’ Alémbert to niotice, when he writes,
¢ Laft year I' harried over a Play called The Laws of
¢ _Minos, which prefently you will fe¢ hifled. In thofe
¢ Laws of Mines, Teucer fays to Merion the Senator,”

+ Le premier qui fut Roi, fut un fo[dé; heureux,
Que fert bien fon Pays, n’a pas befoin d’ayeux.

* Dialoguesof the Philofophers on Happinefs.
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©Our laws a change, our ftate a King requires.*
The Senator anfwers 1

Of me, my treafures and my life difpofe,

But thould the pow’r this {fovereign rank beftows
Be turn’d againft our laws and native land,
‘Then fhall my arm that guilty pow’r withftand.}

Had Voltaire ever met with fuch verfes in the wri-
t'mis of a Clergyman, he would immediately have at-
tacked him as an affaffin and a traitor’; he would have
exclaimed, Behold the fubje&t who raifes himfelf in
judgment agairift his Sovereign, who takes upon him the
right of deciding between his King and the Laws, the
right of attacking and combating his King, and of
turning his fword againft him, every time it may pleafe
him to believe, or to perfuade the people, that the death
of the Prince would reftore cnergy to the laws.—Vol-
taire would have immediately added, there we fee the
people decidedly created both judge and fovereign over
their Kings ; fuch are the maxims which form Rebels,
and produce Revolutions with all their concomitant hor-
rors of democratic anarchy.

 ‘What Voltaire would very properly have faid on this
affeQation of their making a diftinCtion between the
King and the Country, hiftory may as properly apply to
Voltaire himfelf ; more particularly as nobody knew
the confequenees and danger of fuch maxims better than
he did ; nor did he even make any fecret of their dange-
rous tendency when writing to his friends. He begins
his letter to the Count D’ Argental on fending him fome
of thofe feditious publications, by faying, ¢ In the firik
¢« place, promife me upon oath, that you never will let
¢ my petit patés outof your hands, that you will fend
¢ them bagk to me, and inform me whether they are
“ too highly feafoned, or whether the general tafte of
« the day is more depraved than my own. The force-
“ meat of my petit patés is not quite palatable to a monarchy ;
 but you told me that a difp of Brutus had been lately
¢ ferved up at the Count de Falkenftein’s (the name un~

# « ]] faut changer de loix, il faut avoir un maitre.”
+ ¢ Je.vous offre mon bras, mes tréfors & nion fang 3
¢ Mais {i vous abufez de ce fupréme rang,
¢ Pour fouler a vos pieds les loix & la patrie,
¢ Je ladefends, Seigneur, au péril de ma vie.”’}
Letter of 13th Nevember, 1773,
ol. II. D
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¢¢ der which Jofeph II. travelled,) and that none of the
¢¢ guefts had left the table.”® Such language is not ve-
ry enigmatical ; butit paints Voltaire in very different
colours from thofe we have feen him in, when reproach-
ing his Parifian brethren with feeing every thing top/y-
turvy in their attack on the King’s power. It denotes
an author who dares not yet thow his fentiments fo op-
pofite to that power, but who withes to go as far as pof-

fible without expofing himfelf to danger. We fee him

flattering himfelf that he has not been too daring, as Jo-

- feph II. had been imprudent enough to let a difb of Bru-

tus be ferved up at bis table ; thatis to fay, that monarch
had  heard broached at his table, without fhewing his

~ difpleafure, doftrines the moft dangerous and threat-

He wifhes
for and
foretalls
the Revo-
lution.

ening to the lives of Sovereigns.

There are many other letters extant, which indicate
how-deeply this Antimonarchical liberty had rooted it-
felf in the heart of Voltaire, and even how much he
defpifed that love for their Sovereign at thattime fo uni-
verfally prevalent among the French people. There is
one in particular, in which he complains moft bitterly,
that ftrangers perfetly converfant in the catechifm of
liberty, and equal to the tafk of teaching it to the Pa-
rifians, are obliged to carry their fyftems elfewhere, be-
fore they have fucceeded in teaching them to the French
people 3 that if man was created to ferve God, be was

. alfo created to be free.t+ In thort, what difpleafed Voltaire

more particularly was, that while he was making fuch
progrefs in this catechifm of liberty, the French people,
whom he calls his Velches, did not keep pace with him.}
‘When the Hiftorian fhall treat of the progrefs which
Voltaire was making in the arts of liberty, he fhall not
extenuate his error, by faying that Vaoltaire was not a-

poflibility have forefeen them. Certainly his foul could
not be fo ferocious as to have afpired after the bloody

‘reign of a Robefpierre; but he complacently foretells,

and offers up his prayers for a revolution, which he.

"knows to be big with bloodfhed and furrounded with

firebrands ; and however difaftrous fuch revolutionar
fcourges may appear to him, he neverthelefs deems thofe
perfons happy, who, from their juvenility, may live to

* 29th July 1794, ,
Letter to Damulville, 23d March,. 1764
Ibid, & paffim. -

’

“ware of the fatal confequences of a revolution, or that -
“he would have ftarted back from his purpofe could he by
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fee them. He writes to the Marquis de Chauvelin,
¢¢ Every thing is preparing the way to a great revolution,
¢¢ which will moft undoubtedly take place ; and T fhall not
& b fortunate enough to fee it. The French arrive at
. ¢¢ every thing flowly, but ftill they do arrive. Light

¢ has (Yo gradually diffufed itfelf, that on the firlt oppor-
¢ tunity the nation will break out, and the uproar wwill
€< be glorious. Happy thofe who are now young, for they
¢ awill behold moft extrasrdinary things.”*

Let the reader notice the date of thisletter, which is
twenty-five years anterior to the French revolution.
During the whole of that long period we fhall never ob-
ferve Voltaire reproaching the adepts with feeing every
thing r9p/y-turvy, when theyattackthe Royal prerogative.

Whether it was that the victories he had obtained o-
ver the altar gave him more confidence in his attacks a-
gainft the Throne 5 or that the fuccefs of his farcaftic
attacks gradually made againft kings with impunity, had

urfuaded him that they were not fo formidable as he
ﬁad belicved them, either to himfelf or to his adepts ;
which of thefe was the true reafon we cannot now de-
termine. This however is certain, that {o far from be-
ing ftartled at the principles of infurre&ion inculcated
throughout the writings of his difciples, he hugs him-
felf in the idea that their produions were becoming
the catechifms of all nations.

‘When Diderot publifhed his Syfflem of Nature, it was
neither his attacks nor his frantic declamations againft
kings, that the Philofopher of Ferney fought to combat ;
but a kind of metaphyfics the abfurdity of which he
feared, would refle¢t on Philofophy. Yet, notwith-
- ftanding this abfurdity, and the violent declamations a-
gainft fovereignty, we find him exulting with D’ Alem-
bert in the fuccefs of that abominable work, and brag-
ging of its being /o greedily vead throughout all Europe,
that people fnatched it from each other. "When he faw
the courtiers and princes, encouraging new editions of
Helvetiug’s work ON MAN AND HIS EDUCATION, notwith-
ftanding the feditious and antimonarchical principles it
contdined, and which will 'be noticed in the courfe of
. this work, Voltaire, fo far from fearing the indignation
of kings, which fuch writings would naturally draw
down on his fchool of Philofophers, fmiles exultingly
with D’ Alembert at the great {uccefs of the work, and

* 2d March, 17649

13
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receives it as a proof that the flock of [oges filently isse

creafed.* S .
Thus it is that all his fears of irritating Sovercigns,
by this apoftlethip of Liberty and Equality gradually
*fubfide, and are fucceeded by that thirft of revolution,
of riat, and of thofe tempeftuous fcenes which were to
‘accompany the downfal of Emperors and Kings, in a
word, of all Sovereigns, or, in their philofophical cant,
of tyrants and defpots. ,
D’Alem- Our readers, -and future ages, will naturally inquire,
bert's fen-  whether I’ Alembert walked in the footfteps of his dear
““‘F“&'h " mafter; whether, as zealous as Voltaire for the Anti-
:ﬁ:‘;&‘ © ‘chriftian liberty, he alfo adopted that Iiberty fo inimical
to royalty. Let D’Alembert {peak for himfelf : His
anfwer is contained in a letter already quoted, but
‘which may throw new light on this queftion.
¢ Youlove REASON AND LIBERTY, my dear brother 3 -
¢ and a man can hardly love the one without loving z5e
¢¢ other. 'Well then, here is a worthy Republican Phi<
¢¢ Jofopher whom I prefent to you, who will talk with
¢ you on Parrosorny and LiserTy : It is Mr. Jen-
¢ nings, chamberlain to the king of Sweden, a man of
¢¢ great morit and enjoying a high degree of reputation
¢« in his own country. He is worthy of your acquaine
¢ tance, both for his own merit, and for the uncom~
¢ mon efteem he has for your writings, which bave fa
¢ much contributed toward diffeminating thofe two princie
¢ ples among perfons worthy of feeling tb:m.”-i- .
‘What an avowal is this for a man like D’Alembert,
who was extremely cautious in his expreflions, and al-
ways on his guard, left he fhould utter any thing that
might expofe him to danger. You love Reafon and Lib-
. erty; and a man can hardly love the one, without loving
the other. A few lineslower, we find this Reafon to be
Philofophy ; and the fubfequent Liberty to be that of
a Republican Philofopher ; who neverthelefs lives un-
der a monarchy,-loaded with the favors, and enjoying
the confidence of his Sovereign. It is D’Alembert
then who avows, that one can hardly love his preten.
ded Philofopy, without loving Republicani{m, or that
liberty which he believes not to exift under Monarchy.
. Itis D’Alembert again who feleéts from among the
numerous claims which may entjtle the fophiftical cour-

* Letter to D’Alembert, 16th July 1770. No. 114 and 119,
anno 1773, and to the Duchefs of Choifeul, 1470, .
¢ Letter to Voltaire, z9th Jaruary 1769,
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tier to . Voltaire’s or hig own efteem, that of his love
for Republican Philofophy ; though he cértainly could
not cultivate fuch a difpofition, without fecretly withe
ing to betray the caufe of his King.

In fhort, it is D’Alembert who extols the writings
of his dear and illaftrieus brother, as peculiarly adapt-
ed to diffeminate thofe two principles of Republican Libr
erty and Republican Philofophy among perfons worthy of
Jeeling them ; or, in other words, as peculiarly adapted
to fulfil the wifhes of thofe pretended fages, who can
find no liberty under the government of Kings, and
who deteft Monarchy in proportion to their love for
Republics. He who believes himfelf worthy of feel-
ing this two-fold fentiment, he who acknowledges no
Philofophy as true if void of thefe two fentiments,

. could he, I afk, demonftratein a more forcible manner,
how- ardently they glowed in his heart, or how much
he panted after thofe revolutions which were to cruth
the throne, and eftablith Republicanifm on its ruin 2

. In drawing thefe inferences, let not the reader fup-
fe that we mean to confound in all cafes a bias for
gepublica, or the love of Liberty, with the hatred of
Kings, and the defire of fubverting every Throne. We
are perfeCtly aware, that there exift many worthy Re-
publicans, who, while they love their own Govern-
ment, are not unmindful of the refpe& due to thofe of
other Nations. Nor are we ignorant that truc Civil
Liberty is no lefs compatible with Monarchies than with
Republics : indeed, &t might not be difficult to prove,
that the fubje& frequently enjoys a more real and ex-
tenfive Liberty, undera Kingly, than under a Republi-
can Government, efpecially if a Democracy. But
when we behold the Sophifters perpetually complaining

of the Government of Kings under whom they live,

fRyling their Sovereigns Defpots, and fighing after the
Liberty of the Republican Philofopher, we are certain-
1y entitled to view their love for Liberty and Republi-
canifm as blended with the hatred of Kings. If their
blafphemies againft Chrift, if what they call their Phi-
lofophy be by any means thwarted, impatient of the
« rein, they burft forthinto complaint, and they exclaim,
that Reafon is fbackied ; that Defpotifm, Decius like, per
petually perfecutes them ; or, that mas is unfortunate in-
deed when he lives under the eye of a Monarch, or of
his Minifters.* .

* See Voltaire’s and D’Alembert’s correfpondence pafim.
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But to confine ourfelves to D’ Alembert, let us’recal
to mind, that in the warfare againft the altar, he alted
the part of the fox. We fhall fee him employing the
fame cunning in his attack againft the Throne. He

~will excite and ftimulate others, he will even guide their

pens; but he carefully avoids every thing by which he
‘might himfelf be eventually endangered. It is thus
that he lauds Voltaire, that he extols the zeal with
awhich his dear brother propagates that Republican Lib=
erty and Philofophy ; and fearing left this zeal fhould
fometime abate, he adds, ¢ Commue to fight as you
* do, pro aris et focis ; as for me,’ my hands are tied by
¢ minifterial and facerdotal tyranny ; 1 can only follow
¢ the example ‘of Mofes, and- raife up my ands tb
4« heaven while you contend in fight”+

Again, we find him informing Voltaire- of the ea-
gernefs with-which he reads and devours all thofe wri-
tings in which that Premier Chief had combined his
attacks againft the Altar and the Throne. We fee him
applauding his farcaftic wit, and thus addrefling him :
* Iam almoft angry when I learn from public report,
s¢ that without informing me of it you have given-a
« flap to Fanaticifm and Tyranny, and that without
% detriment to the fwinging blows which you apply in
*¢ fo mafterly a manner on other occafions.  You enjoy
«¢ alone the privilege of covering with odium and ridi~
¢ cule thofe two pefts of fociety.”f

During this warfare, it was not the good fortune of
all the adepts to gain the applaufe of D’ Alembert. They
had not, like Voltaire, the art of pleafing or amufing
Kings, who did not perceive that the farcaftic wit and
fatire of his romances and hiftorical productions fell
on their own keads, though feemingly axmcd only at
the perfons of other Kings.

It was not every one of the adepts that had the art of
throwing the living inte contempt, by ﬂnkmg at the
dead; of flattering the perfon of the Sovereign, and

'rcndcnng fovereignty odious 3 nor‘fhall we find D’A-

lembert equally-pleafed with all thofe who appear in ar-
ray againft the Royal caufe. Some of them, too eager,
faid too much; others were awkward in their attacks,
and thefe he {tyles bunglers awhoare to be found every
where.{ Others again were not fuﬂicaently bold He

+ xqth January, 176 ’
1 Letter from D’Alcmbert, 14th July, :767. .
§ aath Jamuary, 1778,
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will allow them wit, ‘but he withes them 2o be lefs favora-
ble to Defpotifm ; and -the reader will eafily eonceive what
he would have written himfelf if his bands bad not been
tied, when he confidentially writes te Voltaire, 1 hate
Defpots almoft as much as you do your [elf.+

It would be futile to objet, that the hatred of Def-
potifm does not infer the hatred of Kings. We know
that ; but who are the Defpots implied by, our Sophi{-
‘ters, it not the Kings under. whom they lived. Were:
the Emperor of the Turks, or the Grand Mogul, whe
bhad nothing to do with our Philofophers, the objects of
their repeated complaints and hatred ? Such objeCtions
are unworthy of being noticed. Their language is
known; and fufficient proofswill occur to fhow,that with
the fe&t Defpots or. Tyrants and Sovereigns or Kings are
fynonymous terms. The very affe@ation of confound-
ing them together fhows that the hatred of the one and
of the other were blendedin the hearts of the Chiefs
and of their Adepts, ‘ :
- In thort, the compliments of D’Alembert are nat the
fole proofs with which the adepts have furnifhed usof
the great part Voltaire had taken in that revolution fo
fatal to Monarchy, and which he fo exultingly forefaw.
Had he never aimed his farcaftic wit, fo much admired
by the fophifters, at the perfons of Kings, ftill he would
have been the man, at leaft in the eyes of his fchool,
who had fmoothed the way, who had fcaled the ram-
part, to affail the Throne and fhiver the Scepter of the
pretended Tyrants 3 ina word, to contrive what the
French Revolution has fince accamplifthed, both with
refpe&t to the crown and perfon of the unfortunate
Lewis XVL. ,

Thefe important fervices are thus appreciated by Con- Avowal of
dorcet : ¢ Shall (fays he) men who would ftill have the fe&
« been flavesto prejudice if Voltaire had not written, Vojaire. ©
¢« accufe him of betraying the caufe of Liberty |—
¢ They cannot underftand that if Voltaire had infer-
¢ ted n his writings the principles of the elder Brutus,.
¢ that is to fay, thofe of the American At of Inde
¢ pendence, neither Montefquieu nor Roufleau could
¢ have publithed their works. Had he, as the’ Author
¢¢ of the Syllem of Nature did, obliged all the Kings of
¢ Europe to fupport the afcendancy of the Clergy,
¢« Europe would ftill have remained i the bonds of flaves

+ 23d January, 1770,
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« yyand buried in fuperflition. They will not reflect,
¢ that in our writings, as in our actions, we are to
¢« make no more than a neceflary difplay of courage.””*
* Condorcet, in .writing this, feems to have confidered
himfelf as having difplayed a fufficient courage, as he
did not think it neceffary to fay, that the throne would
have remained unfhaken, if Voltaire had not begun by
eradicating religion from the minds of the people. . His

" brethren the hebdomadary adepts, criticized the pane~

gyrift asnot having fufficiently extolled the fervices which
Voltaire had rendered. At that period the French Rev-
olution was at its fummit. Lewis XVI. was reduced
to a mere phantom of royalty'in his palace, or rather
rifon, of the Thuilleries. The literary part of the
ercure was conduted by La Harpe, Marmontel, and
Champfort; and thefe reviewers undertake to inform
the unfortunate Monarch of the hand which had wrought
the downfal of his throne. - In giving an account of
the life of Voltaire, written by the Marquis de Condor-
cet, the hebdomadary Philofophers fpeak in the follow-
ing terms : :
* ¢ Jtappears that it would have been poffible to thow
¢ in a clearer light, the eternal obligations which human
¢ nature bas to Voltaire. Circumftances were favorable.
¢ He did not forefee all that be has done, but he has done oll
« that we now fee. The enlightened obferver and the
¢ able hiftorian will prove to thofe who are capable of
s« reflexion, that the firfl Author of the great Rewolutiony”
¢« awhich aftonifbes all Europe, which infufes hope into the
¢ hearts of nationsy and difquiet into courts, was, withowt
¢ doubt, Voltaire. He was the firft who levelled that
¢ formidable rampart of Defpotifm, the religious and

- ¢ facerdotal power. Had he not broken the yoke of

¢ Priefts, thatof Tyrants never could have been thaken
¢¢ off ; both equally weighed upon our necks, and were
¢ {o intimately interwoven, that, the firlt once flackened,
¢¢ the latter muft foon have loft its hold. The human
¢¢ mind is ne more to be impeded in the career of inde-
¢ pendence than it isin that of flavery ; and it was
¢ Voltaire who thook off ‘the yoke, by teaching. it to
% judge, in every refpet, thofe who kept it in fubjec-
¢ tion. It was he who rendered reafon popular ; and
¢¢ if the people had not learned to think, never would
¢ it have known its own ftrength. The reflexions of

* Life of Voltaire, edit. Kell.
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¢ the fage prepare Political Revolutions, but it is the arm
«-of the people which executes them.”* .

Had I no other obje& in view than to demonftrate that Refult of
thefe men, ftyling themfelves Philofophers, and glory- ::r;d'.
ing in the fchool and name of Voltaire, chiefly aimed
at the overthrow of Monarchy when they attacked re-
ligion 5 that it was to the fuccefsful warfare which Vol-
taire had carried on againft the religion of Chrift that
they peculiarly attribute their fuccefs againft the Throne;
that by the appellation of Tyrantand Defpot they point-
ed at the beft of Kings and moft rightful of Sovereigns :
had this been my only obje&, I fay, it would have been
ufelefs to continue thefe Memoirs on the Antimonarchi-
cal Confpiracy, or that of the Sophifters of Rebellion
againt every King. :

. .And who are thefe Sophifters that declare fo openly
and fo exprefsly the fecret of the fe&t ¢ Firft view Con-
dorcet, the moft refolute Atheift, the deareft of the
brethren, ‘the fteady fupport of Voltaire’s hopes, the
moft intimate confidant of D’Alembert.+ It is he who
fets out by declaring, that, if Voltaire had not combat-
ed Religiousprejudices, or that if he had attacked Re-
gal authority'in a more dire& manner, France would
have remained enflaved.
- Next on the lift we find the Journalifts La Harpe,
Marmontel; and Champfort, who, in the moft celebra-
ted journal of the fe&, complain that Condorcet has
not fhown fufficient courage, .and that he is not {uffi-
ciently explicit on the pretended efernal obligations which
mankind have to Voltaire, who by fhaking religion to
. its foundations has overturned the Throne, who by the
ruin of the Pontiff has ftruck the Tyrant.

And who is the Tyrant, the Defpot over whom they
fo loudly triumph ? A King whofe very name echoes
to that of juftice and goodnefs; a Monarch almoft
adored by his people, and who loved them to a degree
of weaknefs 3 for he very often repeated, that he would

. not fuffer one drop of his fubjets blood to be fpilt in
his defence.

Will hiftory believe, that the unfortunate Lewis
XVI. was the Defpot over whom they triumph ? And
yet if any King upon earth thould believe that he isnot

* Mercure de France, Saturday, sth Auguft, 1790. No. 18,
p. Xxvi, 1 See the firft part of thefe Memoirs,

Vol. 1L E
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comprehended in the general fubverfion aimed at by the
confpirators, let him hearken : It is notof France alone
that they fpeak, but of a4/l mankind : it is mankind that
they pretend to behold enflaved under Kings ; and that
bope which they had infufed into the heart of man, is
the fame which they joyfully obférve expanding itfelf
through all nations | If now tranquil on his throne, let
him remember, that he is deftitute of the prudence
which even the Confpiratars fuppofe him to be endow-
ed with. They believe difguici to be infufed into every
Court ; for they well know, that their principles and
their lawlefs attampts openly menaced monarchy. Yes,
that their confpiracy was univerfal, is already cvident 3
hiftory needs no farther proof : But before they dared
proclaim it, that confpiracy had its gradations; its
roeans are to be laid open.  The fitft ftepis that hatred
againt the throne, flowing in the hearts of the chiefs,
from the hatred they had conceived againft their God.
The fecond will be found in the inveftigation of thofe:
fyftems devifed by the adepts to overthrow regal au«
thority, and fubftitute another in its ftead. The teach=
ers of the fec¥ had applied the vague principles of Lib-
erty and Equality to Religious tenets ; and hence orie -
ginated the hatred of Chrift and his Church. From
the fame principles applied to politics arofe thofe theo-
sies and fyftems of fubverfion, with which the fe& af
fails every throne. ’ s
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CHAP. 1I.

Second Step of the Confpiracy againft Kings.— Political
Syflems of the Seti—ID’ Argenfon and Monte[quiex.

MONG the adepts who muft have forefeen the prargen.
_A confequences which naturally enfued from the ap- fon's {yf-
ication of a pretended equality of rights, and of am t*™

irreligious liberty, to politics, none could have done fo
more intuitively than the Marquis D’Argenfon. This

man, minifter of the foreign department, had lived du-

ring the greater part of his life near the perfon of hie
Sovereign, and enjoyed that favour, to which he was
thought to be entitled by having confecrated his life in

the Royal fervice. Yet he was the man who, during

the reignof Lewis XV. drew the outlines of thofe So-
phifticated Syftems, which were to oppofe Regal au-
thority, and gradually metamorphofe the French Mons

archy into a Republic. :

We have feen Voltaire, as early as the year 17434
extolling the affe€tion which this Marquis bore to Equal-

Eg: to Liberty, and to the Municipal Government.

efe praifes of the Premier Chief evidently fhow,
that Mr. D’ Argenfon had already conceived his Muni-
cipalizing Syftem, and all thofe wild plane, which the
future rebels, under the title of a Conftituent Aflem-
bly, were to adopt as one of the leading features of
their Royal Democracy, at once the moft fenfelefs and ‘
moft feditious as well as the moft heterogeneous form
of government that could be conceived, and more ef~
pecially for Frenchmen : They alfo prove, that he
made no fecret of his plans to his confidents and co-
operators. : :

His fyftem confifts in the divifion and fubdivifion of
the Provinces into fmall States, firft called Provincial
Adwminifiratsens by Necker, and afterwards termed De-
partments by Target and Mirabeau.

According to D’Argenfon’s plan, refumed and cor-
refted by Turgot and Necker, each of thofe petty
ftates was, under the infpedtion of the King, to be .

- charged with the interior adminiftration of its diftrits, -
and the levying of taxes ; to fuperintend the different
plans adopted for the relief of the people ; to infpect
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the hofpitals, the high roads, the eftablifaments ufeful

. to commerce and other fuch objes. The adminiftra-

Natural
effedts of
this fyftem.

tors could not determine on any fubjeét of importance
without the orders of his Majefty, and this was judged
a fufficient fence to the Royal prerogative, efpecially as
at the firlt formation of thefe provincial adminiftrations,
onc half of the members were to be nominated by the
King, which half when affembled chofe the remaining
moicty. The. diftinCtion of the three orders, of the
Clergy, the Nobility, and the third Eftate, was prc-
ferved, as it ufed to be in the States General.* ..,

The towns and boroughs, and even the villages were
to have their refpetive municipalities, all ating.on the
fame plan, and under the direCtion of the Provincial-
Adminiftrations, in their fecondary diftricts.

Though at firft fight this fyftem appears extremely
advantageous, yet, on examination, we fhall find, that
its fole tendency was to apply Republican forms,
much as circumftances would permit, to:a Monarchi-
cal government ; that its ebject was to cramp the au-
thority of the Manarch, ta clog and weaken it ; and to
annihilate the power of his officers, or dire& agents,
the intendants of provinces.

Seon was France by means of thefe affemblies and
thenr committegs, or permanent oﬂices, to be filled
with ambitious men ftarting forth in the new political
cateer ; men indeed who, in the firft inftance, would
have recognized the authority of a King, but who would
foon have.confidered themfelves better informed of .the
wants of the people (being nearer to them) than his
minifters, and therefare more fully acquainted with the
means of alleviating their diftrefles. Remonftrancesand
philofophic reafonings would foon. have followed, and
fufficed to juftify difobedience. The people, under a
fond perfuafion, that thefe provincial adminiftrators fup-
ported their interefts againft the court, would -eafily
have been brought to believe them the bulwark of their
liberties and priyileges, afligning every bappy event to
them, and attributing every misfortune to the King and
his minifters. Each municipality coalefcing with the
adminiftrators, 2 hundred petty. Republics ftart into
exiftence, rcady to league agama their Savereign, who,
under the title of King, would ‘fearcely have retained
the authority of a Doge. : :

# See D’Argenfon’s plans, &c. ‘.o;q"'iﬁé;na:tuxe of governments,
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In time we fhould have feen a fwarm of politicafters,
or petty tribunes, fallying forth from thefe adminiftra-

- tive bodies, who would have left no means ‘untried to

perfuade the. populace that fuch a King was rather a
burden than an advantage to the ftate ; that it would
be proper to lay him' afide, fince he ‘was unneceffary 5
that the provincial and municipal adminiftrations would
then be able to follow up'in a more effeCtual manner,
the falutary meafures they had conceived for the good
of the people : and thus, ftep by ftep, the Monarchical
government would have been overthrown, and a mu-
nicipal adminiftration eftablifhed, with the freedom of

* which Voltaire and D’ Argenfon had been fo fafcinated

in Holland. The man who could not readily forefee
that fuch would be the confequence of this municipal-
izing fyftem, muft have been very ignorant of the
chara&er of Frenchmen, and efpecially of French Phi-
lofophers when drawn into the vortex of modern poli-
tics. .

Even the admiffion of the clergy into thefe provifional
adminiftrations muft have proved a fatal boon to the
church, as it neceflarily tended to change the {pirit of
its minifters. Priefts and bithops were admitted, or
rather called upon, toform a part of thefe adminiftra-
tions, fo foreign to their facred fun&ions, for the con-
fpiracy had not yet attained fufficient force to caft them
off. The zeal for falvation was to be fuperfeded by the
wild ambition of meving in a fphere fo contrary to their
calling. Already were feveral prelates diftinguithed by
this new title of Adminiftrators. Soon fhould we have
feen them become rather the difciples of D’Argenfon,
Turgot and Necker, than of Chrift ; foon feen the
bithopricks conferred upon none but Morellets and
Beaudeaux, with whom religion would have been a
very fubordinate obje€t, when compared to the glorious

" enterprize of fyftem-making, or of refifting the Min-

ifters and the Sovereign. This was a fure method of
ruining the church, by robbing her of the real bithops,
and Eb&ituting petty politicians, who would eafily be
carried away by the torrent of impiety and ambition,
and join with heart and hand a Brienne or an Expilli.
‘Whatever might have been the confequence to the
church, it is very evident that- all thefe new forms of
adminiftration tended direly to republicanize the ftate.
Each of thefe petty adminiftrators would foon have
fwelled himfelf into the reprefentative of the province,

23
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and the aggregate would have ftyled themfelves the Re-
prefentatives of the Nation. The bare appellation of
National Reprefentative, combined with Modern Phi<
lofophifm, fufficed to crufh the Monarchy. ,

D’Argenfon did not live to witnefs th experiment
of his fyftem; fome may fuppofe that he had not fore-
feen its confequenices. But it plainly appears, that if
he even had forefeen them, fo great an admirer of mu-
nicipalized Republics would not have been much alarm<
ed. At atime when the Sophifters had not fufficiently
erafed the love of religion from the hearts of the French
to efface their affe€tion for their Monarch, this fyf-
tem appeared to make but little impreffion; but we
fhall fee the Sophifters afterward making it the partic-
ular objet of their differtations, to accuftom the peo-
ple to the idea of governing themfelves.*

To the great misfortune of France, a man far more ca-
pable than D’ Argenfon of giving to any fyftem the ap-
pearance of deep thought and erudition, engaged in thefe
political fpeculations. The love of the commonweal may
appear to have dire€ted him toward this ftudy ; butthe
real caufe is to be found in the reftleffnefs of Philofo-
phi{m, and in that liberty of thinking which'is difgufted
with every thing around it, and which would continue
reftlefs even after having attained the objet of whichit
was in fearch. This man, who by fo many claims com-
mands the public veneration was Charles Secondat, Ba-
ron de la Brede and De Montefquieu. He was born on
the 18th of January 1689, in the Chateau de la Brede,
within three leagues of Bourdeaux ; and in 1716, be-
came prefident @ mortier of that parliament. 'We have
already mentioned, that his firft produtions were thofe
of ayoung man who had no fixed principles of religion 3
and this is clearly perceptible in perufing the Letters
Perfannes. At ariper age his duty called him to the
ftudy of the laws; but not content with the knowledge
of thofe of his own country, and defirous of making
himfelf converfantin thofe of foreign nations, he made
the tour of Europe, ftayed.-fometime in England, and
then returned to France full of thofe ideas which he has
.developed in the two works that have chiefly contributed
to his fame. The firft is entitled, Confiderations on the
Coufes of the Grandeur and Decline of the Roman Empire,
and was publifhed in 1733 ; the latter was, The Spirit
of Laws, which appeared in 1748. . o

* Suppl. to Social Contrad, part 3. chap. 2. by Gudin.
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: It was obvious, on the firft appearance of his work Montef-
on the Romans, that Montefquicu had not acquired ‘l:‘t':c"k"ﬁ'“
from his travels an additional efteem for the government o the
of his own country. One of the prime caufes to which Throne.
he attributes the eclat of the Romans, is their love of '
a Liberty which begins by dethroning all Kings. The
Sophifters, who were ftill lefs favorable to Monarchy,
did not fail to adopt this idea, to make it the leading
principle, and to inculcate it in all their difcourfes.*

Both Montelquicu and his panegyrifts would have
been more correct, had they traced back to this love of
liberty all thofe fcourges-and inteftine hroils which har-
raffed Rome, from the expulfion of its Kings until the
reign of the Emperors. - Liberty perpetually convulfed
the people, and the fenate could only free themfelves
from their clamours by habitual war and foreign pillage.
This perpetual. ftate. of hoftility rendered the Roman
the moft warlike of all nations, and gave them that im-
tnenfeadvantage which they enjoyed over all other peo-
ple. To the man who has read the Roman hiftory,
nothing can bemore evident. But if fuch be the merits
of that liberty which expelled the Kings from Rome,
that antifocial fpirit, which, fowing difcord in the inte-
rior ceconomy of families, drives them from their homes,
inurés them to fatigue and the inclemency of the weath-
ex, and gives them all the advantages and ftrength of
xobbers, by.forcing them to live on plunder, after hav-
ing denied them the fweets of focial life,—the Antifo-
&al fpirit, I fay, muft needs poflefs the very fame ad-
vantages. , S ’

Montefquieu was fo ftrangely mifled by his admiration His Para-
for fiberty, that he did not perceive the ftrangely para- ki,
doxical pofitions thag he advanced.  After having {poken of Reme.
of the public edifices, which even to this day give us a
great idea of the power and grandeur of Rome under its
Kings, after having faid, ¢ that one of the eaufes of
¢ its profperity was, that its Kings were all great men,
¢ and that no country could ever thew fuch a continued
& feries of flatefmen and great generals ;” he adds, near-
ly in the fame ‘{mge, ¢« that on the expulfion of the
¢ Kings it muft neceffarily follow, either that Rome
s¢ would change its government, or remain a poor and
¢ petty monarchy.”} Inaword, thatif Rome arrived

» Elongﬁ de Montefquieu by D’Alembert.
1 Conliderations, &c. &c. on the Romans. .
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at that very high pitch of greatriefs, it was owing to its
having fubflituted annual Co?/'al.r to the dethroned Kings.
- This work teems with fatyrical remarks on Rome,
when again brought under the dominion of a Monarth 5
and his frequent expreflions of regret for the lofs of the
Republican Liberty, could notbut tend to diminifh that
love, that admiration, that enthufiafm fo natural to
Frenchimen for their King. One might really fufpe&t
that he wifhed to inftil into the minds of the people a
belief, that what Sovereigns call eftablithing order, is
another term for riveting g:ttcrs on their fubje@s.* ..
But the wogk that we have been confidering was
merely a prelude to the doétrines which he was about
to teach (in bis Spirit of Laws ) to all nations governed
by a Monarch. Let us premife, and with great finceri~
ty we fayit, that had we to perform the tafk of a pane-
gyrift, caufes for admiration would abound ; had we to
anfwer thofe critics who reproach Montefquieu with
having taken the motto, prolem’ fine matre creatam, and
giving his work asif it werean original, though he may
appear to have followed'the footfieps of Bodin, celebra-
ted for his work on Republics, we neverthelefs think
we may triumphantly anfwer, that the drofs he may.
bave borrowed from others cannot alloy the fterling
value of his own produion ; and that in fpite of the'
errors contained in the Spirit of Laws, “itswll for ever
continue to be confidered as the work of 2 wonderful
genius. , - S i
. But it is not for us to afflume the chara&ler, eitherof
the critic or of the panegyrift. Our obje is to invef«
* Chap. 13. : ' : ,
{lWe may fafely affert, that if Montefquien has borrowed
fuch drofs as the Syftem of Climates frompBodin, he has thrown
afide many articles which by no means coincided with his ideas :
For example, the definition of a Sovereign given by Bodin could
never agree with Montefquieu’s notions of a free people, or of
its reprefentatives. ‘The former is exaggerated. In Bodin’slan-
guage, we might fay, that the covenant by which the Sovereign
1s conftituted, gives him the right of difpofing at pleafure of the.
lives and fortunes of every citizen : That the fole diftinétion
between the Tyrant and the lawful King is, that the former exer-
cifes his authority for the fubjugation, while the latter exerts his\
for the happinefs of the people. The generality of Montef
quieu’s pringiples appear not to recognize a fufficient Sovereignty-
in the real Monarch ; butthe op;oo%ite excefs into which Bodin
had fallen may, by difgufting Monte{quieu, have driven him in-
to the oppofite extreme. In fhort, whether this criticifm be cer-
re& or notis of little confequence, our objeét being to reprefent
Montefquieu’s ideas exadtly as he has exprefled them, in what-
ever part of the work they may be found.
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tigate how far Montefquicu broached or influenced rev-

-olutionary ideas. Itis the misfortune of a great genius,
that his very errors are too often converted into oracles.
Ttruth muft often fubmit to error; when that ertor is
fupported by a celebrated name | That vi€tory which he
would have difclaimed, refulted merely from the celeb-
rity of his name, and the weight of hisauthority. The
diftin&tion which he makes between the principles of
Monarchy and thofe of Republicanifm may convince
thereader. In an ordinary writer, the whole of that
part of the Spiritof Laws would have been looked upon
as the fport of imagination playing upon words. But
from Montefquieu they are received as tfe refult of pro=
foung‘thought, fan&ioned by the great name of hifto-
ry. ®et us examine whether the notions branding
Monarchy with difgrace can originate from any thing
but the abufe of terms.

Honour, in the general acceptation of his country- Hi diftinc.
men, was the fear of being defpifed; and a horror par= tion be-
ticularly of being looked upon as a coward. It was the tween 'lh"
fentiment of Glory and of Courage. When a more 5" \P %

moral fentiment attached itfelf to Aonour, it was conver= chics and
ted into the fhame of having done, or of hearing one- of Repube
felf reproached as having done; fome a& unworthy of “*
an honeft man; for inftance, as having broken one'’s
word. Montefquieu, obferving the defpotic influence
which this word exercifed over his countrymen, adop-
ted honour as the firft principle, the main fpring; the
prime mover of Monarchies; and flatters Republics .
with having virtue for their firft principle.* The chival-

ry of the French, pleafed with the idea, applauds Mon-
tefquicu; but does not perceive that in adopting the
word he falfifies the fentiment and metamorphofes it in-

to a falfe honokiry a prejudice, athirfl of fame, an ambition
for difiinétions or for faver; in a word; into all the vi-
ces of the courtier.+ ‘This was bewildering bonour ;

it was telling thofe bold Knights; fo zealous for their
King, thatthey were no more than effeminate courtiers,
ambitious men, and flaves to a prejudice the fource of

all the vices of Courts : an affertion the more evidently
falfe, as many a Frenchman replete with true honour
was entirely free from any of thofe vices. Such a dif-
tin&tion was not only odious and difgraceful, it-was al-

* Spirit of the Laws, Book III. Chap. 3. and following,
%lli. (illxgp. 7 & pafim, B;ok ILand V.
° 1] L] N .
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fo delufive, and the delufion feems to have. prevented
Montefquieu from perceiving that hereafter Philofophifm
would adopt the principle, but would only repeat the
word hononr as the oppofite 1o virtue, the principle of Re-
publics, and brand the Royalifts with all the falfe preju-
dices, the ambition, and other vices, which he had art-
fully afcribed to honowr.

This firft error therefore was the offspring of delufion.
Though, in one fenfe, as much may be faid of the pre-
tended principle of Democracies. In another point of
view, however, this principle may be introduced with
more corretnefs ; and this latter fenfe appears to be
that to which ®lonte(quicu at firft alluded. It is unde~
niable, that virtue ought to be more particulz;z“the
principle of Democracies than of any other ‘of
Government, they being the moft turbulent and the
moft vicious of all ; in which virtue is abfolutely necef-
fary to control the paflions of men, to quell that {pirit of
cabal, anarchy, and faétion inherent to the Democrat-
icform, and to chain down that ambition and rage of
dominion over the people, which the weaknefs of the
laws can fearcely withftand. : :

But it would have been-fatyric in the extreme to have
adopted this latter fenfe ; and Mbntefquicu’s great ad-
miration for the ancient Democracies would never per-
mit him to give fuch an explanation of the principle.
He therefore generalizes or particularizes his definitions
a3 {uits his purpofe. At one time this virtue, the prime
-mover of Republice, 18 the love of one’s country—that is
2o fay, of Equality—isa political, and not 8 meral virtue.®
At another, this political is a moral viriue, as it is direc-
ted to the public good.+ In one place it is not the vir-
tue of individuals,} thoughinanother it is every thing that
¢an be underditood by.good morals, or by the virtue of a
people who are preferved from: earruption by 'the goodnafs of
their maxims.|| Again, it isthe moft commom virtue
in that ftate where,. ¢¢ theft is blended with the fpirit of
¢ juftice ; the hardeft fervitude with excefs of Liberty,
¢¢ the moft atrocious fentiments with the greateft mod-
s¢ eration ;" in fhort, it is the virtue of that ftate
where ¢¢ natural featiments. are preferved without the
¢¢ tie of {on, hufband, or father, and where even chal-
¢ tity is denuded of medefty and thame.§

* Advertifement of the Author to the new Edition,

4+ Note to chap. 5, Book III. 1 Ibid.

i Chap. 2, Book I. § Chap. 6. Book IV. . .
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“Whatever idea the reader may have formed of virtue
through the mift which appears to have enveloped the
genius of Montefquicu in enigmatic darknefs, let us afk,
which principle will he adopt, or which will he conceive
to be the moft clearly exprefled ¢ If afked, whether
virtue was not alfo to be found in Monarchies, he will
anfwer, ¢ I know that virtuous Princes are no uncom-
s¢ mon fight; but I venture to affirm, that in a Monarchy
¢¢ it is extremely difficult for the people to be virtuous ;”§
and this fentiment, fo odious and fo injurious to al
Royalifts, will.in the end be the moft clearly deduced
of all the new opinions he has broached upon Monar-
chical Government. Whether fuch we¥e his intentioris
or not, a day will come, when the Sophifters, repeat-
ing his affertions, will fay to the people, ¢ You anly
s¢ love your King becaufe you have not a fufficient fenfe
¢ of Philofophy to raife yourfelves above the prejudices
¢ of ambitien and of falfe honour 3 becaufe you are def-
¢ titute of thofe moral virtues which direét to the public
#¢ good 5 becaufe you are not inflamed with the love
« your Country 5 becaufe you admire that form of Gow-

¢ ernment, where it is extremely deficult for the people to

« Jevirtuous. You would admire Democracy were your
$¢ morals good, and were you fired with the amor patrie—

s¢ but, deftitute of virtue and unacquainted with Phi. .

< lofophy, you are only capable of loving your Kings.”

Such, as every refleing reader muft perceive, is the

veal explanation of thefe principles. The Revolution
has only brought them into practice. We have heard
a Robefpierre and a Sieyes, proclaiming to the people,
that in crufhing the Scepter, murdering their King,
and- conftituting France a Republic, they had only put
wirtue on the order of the day. In the midft of maffacres
and bloodfhed, they profaned the facred name of virtue ;
and with virtue in ‘their mouths they plunged the peo-
ple into the moft horrid fcenes of vice and debauchery.
But have we not feen Montefquieu teaching them how
to blend virtue with the moff atrocious fentiments, and
how it may reign amidft the hardeft fervitude, or the ex-
'te{:r of Liberty ? Attributing fuch intentions to this cel-
ebrated writer would moft certainly be doing injuftce to
his memory ; but ftill it is our duty to fpeak unreferved-
ly on what he has written, and to fhew what fentiments
nations may have imbibed from his writings. Itis aw-

1 Chapter 5, Book III.
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ful to refle@ (whatever may have been his intentions) .
on the terrible ravages which his opinions, fupported
by the authority of ' his name, have operated in the
minds of men. Error is in its infancy with Montef-
quieu ; but-it is the fame errar that was afterwards, in-
- the ftate of manhood, adopted by Robefpierre. Mon-

.tefquien would have thrunk back with horror had he
heared that Democratic villain place virtue for the order
of the day with his {fanguinary Republic; but what could .
the aftonifhed mafter have replied, on being told, #hat
it <was extremely difficult for the pm{le ta be virtuous under
a Monarch, or under Lewis XVI. ?

- Let genius {Mkink back with horrar at feeing its errors
traverle the immenfe interval between Montefquicu-and
Robefpierre ; let it tremble at its defpotic influence o~
wer the public opinion. Without defigning any con-
walfion, by its very name it may raifc the moft dreadful
ftorm. At firft, its errors may be tender fhoots ;. but,
daily gaining bulk and ftrength, will not at length a.
"Condorcet, a Petion, or a Sicyes, wicld the maflive
limb ? : '

During a long period Montefquieuw’s opinions on the
principles of Monarchies and Republics were entirely
woverlooked, and they might have remainedin oblivion at
any other time, when Philofophifm was lefs adtive in
‘its refearch after every means of rendesing the Throne
‘odioiis.— Almoft as much may be faid of that Eguality
which, he believed, ¢ in Democracy limited ambition
4 to the fole defire of deing greater fervices to our
¢ country, than the reft of our fellow-citizens '* a
virtue far too fublime for Monarchies, ¢ where nobody
¢¢ aims at Equality ; it does not fo much as enter their
#¢ thoughts ; they all afpire to fuperiority. . People of
s¢ the very loweft condition defire to emerge from their
#¢ obfeurity only to lord it over their fellow-fubjes.”+
Genius may have been fo led away, as net to perceive
how powetful a weapon it was forging for the Jacobin,
who, extolling the merits of this Equality, and perfuad-
ing the people that it was impraticable under the do-

~ minion of the Monarch, would alfo paint in glowing

colours that ambition of ferving the country, arifing fre
the afhes of the Throne and the deftruction of the No-
bility. But there appeared another fyftem in the Spiriz
¢of Laws, deeper laid, and replete with weapons more

,. Chap. 3~ B.ook v. 1‘ Chapt Ay Bobk V,
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diréctly pointed at the Throne. They weze the firft on
which Philofophifm feized, while others adopted them
through ignorance, from want of refle¢tion, or from
imprudence. They were too fatal in the hands of the
firft rebels not to claim a place in thefe Memoirs.

To form a corre idea of the Revolutionary tenden-

3

State of the

cy of Montefquieu’s fyftem, we muft revert to the French
time at which it was publifhed. 'Whatever may have Monarchy,

been the Legiflative forms in the primitive days of the
French Monarchy, it is certain that at the time of his

when his
{yftem on
the diftinc-

publication (and he avows it) not only the King of tionof
France, but moft of the crowned heads united in their Powers ap-
perfons the rights of executing the law}, of enating Peared:

thofe which they conceived neceflary or conducive to
the welfare of the State, and of judging thofe who had
infringed the law.* :
The re-union of this Triple Power conftitutes an
abfolute Monarch ; that is to fay, a real Sovereign who

in his perfon concentrates the whole power of thelaw. -

At that period the French were far from confounding
this abfolute power with the arbitrary power of the
Fyrant or the Defpot. This power was to be found in
Republics and in mixt States. Here it exifted in the
Senate, or.in the aflembly of Deputies 5 there in the
compound of the Senate and the King. The French
pation beheld it in their Monarch, whofe fupreme will,
legally proclaimed, was the utmoft degree of political
authority.

This fupreme will, conftrued into law by the requi- Digerence
fite forms, was equally binding on the King and on his betweenan

fubje&s. It is not only Henry IV. and his Minifter

abfolute
and an ar

Sully, who declare that the firff low of the Sovereign is biorary
%o obferve them all ; but it is Lewis XIV. that Prince power.

whom the Sophifters affeétedly ftyle the Defpot, who
at the height of his glory openly proclaims this obliga-
tion'in his edi@s: ¢ Do not let it be faid,” are his
words, % that the Sovereign fhall not be fubje to the
¢ laws of the ftate. The rights of nations proclaim
¢ the contrary truth, which has fometimes been at-
¢ tacked by flattery, but which all good Princes have
¢ defended as the guardian of their ftates. How much

¢ more accurate is it to fay, that to conftitute the per- .
¢« fe& happinefs of a kingdom, it is neceffary that the

¢ Prince thould be obeyed by his fubjels, shar the
! Chpo 6’ Mmo
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¢ Prince fhould obey the Laws, and that thofe laws
¢ fhould be juft and direéted to the public good '}
"This obligation alone in the Sovereign immediately
deftroys all defpotic or atbitrary power. For, in the
idiom of modern languages, the Defpot is the man who
rules only by his pafiions and caprice ; under whom no
fubje& can be at eafe, as he is ignorant whether his
mafter will not punifh him to-day for having exccuted

. the orders he had received from him yefterday.

Of Lestres .

de Cachet,
and of their
abufe.

In fhort, it may be juftly faid, that Political Liberty
‘confifts in two points : 1ft, That every Citizen fhould
be free to do all that is not forbidden by the law : 2dly,
‘That the law fhould prefcribe or forbid any particular
action for the public good only. Experience will vouch
for the corre@nefs of this definition. And where could
the honeft and upright man, obedient to the laws of
his country, enjoy greater fecurity and freedom than he
'did in France ? ‘ : '

It may indeed, be obje@ed, that there exifted many
wbufes, but did they not originate from the genius of
the French, or from an excefs rather than a want of
tiberty P Were the confpirators to exclaim againft the
immoral and impious: Minifter for having abufed the
power with which he was entrufted, when thefe So-
phifters had during many years confpired againft the
morals and piety of the whole nation ? No 4 they had
mo right to complain that'the law was often facrificed to
private paffions ; the exact obfervance of the law fhoutd
have been their prayer, but they only fought after ruin
and revolution. C o : - :
One real abufe had crept into the French Govern-
ment, which favoured much of Defpotifm. This was
the ufe of Lettres de Cachet. Undoubtedly they were
illegal. On a bare order from the King the fubjeét. loft
his liberty. I will not defend fuch an abufe by faying,
that none but the higher claffes or feditious writers were
expofed to the effe® of this arbitrary power. But,
perhaps, few are acquainted with the origin of thofe
Letters. It was to the moral charaler of the French,
and to the notions particularly of the higher: clafles,
that this abufe owed its origin; and it was neceffary
either to do away thofe notiops, or to leave fo formi-
dable a power in the hands of the Monarch.

+ Edi& of Lewis XIV. 1667 ; alfo the Treatife of the Queen’s
Rights on Spain. R .

Al
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Such was the received opinion in France, that a
family would have thought itfelf difhonored, if any
child, brother, or near relation were brought to juftice.
Hence it was that families, fearing the arm of the law,
applied ta the King to obtain an order to imprifon any
profligate youth whofe irregular conduét might difgrace
the family. If any hopes of reformation could be con»
ceived, the Lettre de Cacket was only temporary, and
ferved as a correCtion ; but where the offence was crim-
inal and infamous, the culprit wasimprifoned for life.

_ The reader muft not be mifled to fuppofe, that thefe
Letters were granted on a mere requeft and without
sny inquiry into the cafe. After Mr. de Malctherbe’s
sdminiftration, the Petitions fent to the King were
tranfmigted to the Intendant of the Province, who im-
mediately ordered his fub-delegate to call a meeting of
the relations and witnefles, and to take minutes of their

_proceedings. On thefe informations, which were for-
warded to the Minifters, his Majefly granted or refu-
fed the Lettre de Cachet* ,

Under fuch reftriCtions it was evidently rather the
suthority of a common parent, which the King exer-
cifed over his fubjects, than that of a defpot enflaving
them. . With the notions which the French nation had
adopted, it was the neceflary means of preferving, the
honor of different families ; and few were vi@ims to
this authority but thofe who were dangerous either to
private or public fociety. From the ufe to the abufe of
a thing, however, the diftance is but fmall: a profli-
gate minifter might exercife this power againft the cit-
1zen or the magiftrate who had fulfilled his duty with
the greateft integrity. Nor was it unexampled, that a

* Although thefe Lettres de Cacket did not dgenerally regard
the commonalty, yet the king, ‘when petitioned, did not always
refufe them tothe lower clafles. I was once ordered to attend
one of thofe meetings as interpreter for an honeft German, who,
though low in lite, had requefted his Majefty to granta Lestre
de Cachet for his wife, who, violentand choleric, had attempted
to ftab him, but fortunately he had ftopped her hand. The poor
man, unable to live in peace or fafety with this woman, and un.
willing to bring her before a tribnnar. had recourfe to the King,
who ordered the Intendant to take all the proper evidence. * The
relations and witnefles were fecretly affembled. I faw the Sub-
delegate examine the fa&ts with the greateft humanity. The
whole being verified, the minutes were laid before his Majefty,
and the Lettre de Cachet granted. The lady was corffined ; 'but
in a few months fhe was permitted to return, and was ever after
a model of gentlenefs and fubmifion. . -
0 .
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minifter, folicited by powerfal men, rather confulted
their private animofities, than public juftice, or generat
utility. But a profligate minifter abufing his authority
docs not make his King a defpot. The morals of the
higher clafles being perverted, as we have feen, by Phi-
Jofophifm, the abufe of this prerogative might loudly
call for reform ; but are the Sophifters thence juftifiable
in feeking to overthrow the Monarchy ?

In fhort, whatever may have been the caafe of thefe
abufes at the period when the 8pirit of Laws appeared;
it had never entered the minds of Freachmen, that
they lived under a defpotic government. Let us heat
Jean Jaques Rouffeau lay down the lawy he who created
fyftems to overthrow it ; and let the candid reader ju'ig
how far the Sophifters are authorifed to reprefent
French government as arbitrary, oppreffive; and tyran<
nical. ¢« What, (fays Jean Jaques,) is the true end of
¢ a political affociation ? Is it not the prefervation and
¢ profperity of its members ? And what is the mofk
¢ certain fign that they are preferved, and that they profs
¢ per? Isit notthe increafing population? We need
feek no further for the fign in difpute ; but pronounce

2

© ¢ that government to be infallibly the beft (provided

¢ there 18 no particular circumftance to make it ftand
¢ an exception to a general rule) under which, withs
¢ out the application of any improper means, without

¢ the naturalization of ftrangers, without- receiving

¢ any new colonifts, the citizens increafe and multi«
¢ ply ; and that to be the worft under which they lef-
¢ fen and decay. Calculators, it is now your affair 5
¢ count, meafurc and comparc them.”* The fame
auther adds, ¢ It is a longcontinuance in the fame fitu-
< ation that makes profperity or calamity real. When
¢ a whole nation lies crufhed under the foot of defpo-
¢ ti{m, it is then that the people perifh; and it is then
¢ that their mafters can hurl deftruction among them
¢ with impunity, wbi felitudinem faciunt, pacem appellant
¢ (and call peace, the filence of the defert they have
¢¢ created.) When the faltions of the chief men of
¢« France had arifen tofuch a height as to agitate the
¢ kingdom, and the coadjutor of Paris judged it ne«
¢¢ ceflary to carry a dagger in his pocket every time he
¢ went into the parliament, the French people lived
¢ free and at eafe, they were happy and their numbers

~ # Social Contra@, Chap. g, Book III.

3
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s¢ increafed. The profperity of a nation and its popus
¢¢ lation depends much more on /berty than on peace.”*

Thus, without taking on himfelf the tafk of calcula«
tor, Jean Jaques confefles that the French people, even
in the midft of civil broils, /ived free and at eafe. But
Jet us attend to one of his moft faithful difciples, who
undertook to calculate, and that at a time when the re«
volution had done away every idea of exaggerating the
happinefs of the French people under the government
of their Kings. The revolutionift Gudin, in his anno-
tations on the above text, and in his Supplement to the
Social Contra&, has examined and calculated, year by

year, the ftate of the poulation, the deaths, births, and

marriages of all the principal towns in the kingdom
during the courfe of this century, and then proceeds :
¢ The author of the Bocial Contra&t fpoke a grand
¢¢ truth when he exclaimed : Calculators, it is now your
ss affair 3 count, meafure and compare. His advice has
¢ been followed ; we have calculated, meafured, and
¢¢ compared, and the refult of all thefe calculations has
¢¢ demonftrated that the population of France is really
¢ twenty-four millions, though it had always been
¢« fuppofed to be under twenty ; that the annual births
¢¢ amount to one million ; and zhat the population is daily
 increafing. . :

¢ Hence we may concludey after Roufleau, that the
¢ government was very good. It really was better
¢ than it ever had been at any period fince the deftruc-
¢ tion of that which the Romans had eftablithed in
¢¢ Gaul.” * Such are the words of the fame author, and

according to his calculations it was in the reign of Lewis -

AIV. whom the Sophifters reprefent as the haughtieft
of defpots, that the population of France began to increafe
regularly and univerfally throughout tbe whole kingdom,
notwithftanding all his wars.

« The long reign of Lewis XV. (another alledged
¢¢ defpot, under whofe reign the Antimonarchical Con-
¢¢ {piracy was begun and indefatigably conducted) was
¢ not expofed to fuch calamities 3 and it is certain, con=
s¢ tinues the revolutionift Gudin, that during the whole
¢ monarchy there has exifted no period when popula-
¢ tion increafed in a more conftant and uniform pro-
¢ greflion throughout the whole kingdom, than during

* Social ,Contra&,' Chap. 9, Book III. in the adte.
Vol. 1I. G
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¢ that reign. Itincreafed to that amazing height, that
¢ from twenty-four to twenty-five millions of fouls
¢ were fpread over a furface of twenty-five thoufand
¢ {quare leagues, which makes about a million of fouls
¢ to a thoufand fquare leagues, or a thoufand inhabitants
¢ to every fquare league, a population fo unpgralleled in
¢ Europe, that it might be almoft looked upon as a prodigy.”

Let us hear the fame author on the ftate of France
at the time when the Revolution broke out, which -
he is perpetually extolling ; and let us remark, that the
work whence we have extralted our documents was fo
acceptable to the Revolutionary Aflembly, that by a
particular decree of the 13thof November 1790, i ac-
cepted’ the homage of it ; a ftronger contraft cannot be
fketched between that Revolution and its authors,
whether diftant or immediate, and the neceflity of thofe
plans by which they pretended to work the happinefs of
the Empire. The fame author continues: -

¢ The French territoryis fo well cultivated, that its
¢ annual produce is eftimated at four thoufand millions.

¢¢ Its currency amounted to two thoufand two hun-
¢¢ dred millions, and the gold and filver employed in
¢ plate and jewels may be eftimated at a fimilar amount.

¢« The Records of the Affinage Office in'Paris atteft,
s¢ that the annual confumption or rather wafte of re«
« fined gold, in gilding furniture, carriages, pafteboard,
¢ china, nails, fans, buttons, books, in fpotting ftuffs,
¢ or in plating filver, amounted to the enormous fum of
¢« eight hundred thoufand livres.

¢¢ The profit on trade was annually computed at be-
¢ tween forty and fifty millions.

¢ The taxes paid by the people did not exceed -fix
¢ hundred and ten or twelve millions, which does not
¢ amount to one third of the circulating medium nor
¢ to one fixth part of the grofs territorial produce, and
¢ which probably cannot be computed at more than one
¢ third of the neat produce, a fum which in that pro~
“ portion could not have been exorbitant if every one
¢ had paid according to his means.*

-« a

-

o~

* As this laft fentence alludes to tlie privileges and exemp- -
tions of the Clergy and Nobihty, I cannot but refer my reader
to a workaattributed to Mr. Senac de Meilhan, and which is very -
fatisfactory on this point. It contains the following paffage :
¢ Mr. Necker at length, in 2 moment of piqué againft his us-
« ?nteful children, difclofed the whole truth, ard declared be-~
¢ fore the National Affembly, that the exemptions of the Clergy
¢ and Nobility, which had Zecn reprefented in fo odious a light,
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¢ In this kingdom were annually born upwards of
¢¢ 928,000 children ; in fhort, nearly a million. The
¢¢ town of Paris contained 666,000 inhabitants. Its
¢¢ riches were fo great, that it paid annually one hun-
¢¢ dred millions into the King’s coffers, about one fixth
¢¢ of the whole taxation of France.

¢ But even this immenfe taxation did not overburthen
¢ Paris. Its inhabitants lived in affluence. If its daily
¢ confumption amounted to one million, at leaft from
¢¢ cighty to one hundred millions were neceflary for its

-

. €€ interior circulation.

¢ In fhort, calculators have eftimated, that during
¢¢ the reign of Lewis XV. the population of the country
¢ was increafed by one ninth, that is to fay by two mil-
¢¢ lions five or fix hundred thoufand fouls.

¢ Such was the ftate of France and of Paris at the
¢¢ time the revolution took place 3 and as no other ftate
¢ in Europe could exhibit fuch a population, nor boaft
s¢ of fuch revenues, it was ot without reafon that iz
¢ paffed for the firft kingdom on the Continent.”’

The revolutionift Gudin, to whom we are indebted
for all thefe particulars, concludes by faying, ¢ thought
¢¢ it necefary to ftate in a preeife and exact manner the
¢¢ population and riches -of the kingdom at the period
¢¢ when /o grand a revolution took place. 1 apprehended
¢¢ that this inveftigation would fhew the future progrefs
s¢ of .the nation, and ferve as a table by which we might
¢¢ calculate the advantages that will accrue from the
¢ conftitution when brought to perfe&ion.” Without
doubt our author has by this time formed his opinion on
the advantages of that conftitution ; but we can plainly

*

¢ did not exceed feven millions of livres (318,181l.) that the
¢ half of that fum belonged to the privileged perfons of the
¢ Tiers Etat—and that the tax on enregiftering, (droit de con-
s tréle) which only bore on the two firft orders, amply balanc-
¢ ed the privileges they enjoyed with regard to the ordimary
¢ taxes. Thefe memorable words were fpoken in the face of
¢ all Europe, but were drowned in the cries of the viferious
¢ demagogues. ‘The Clergy, the Nobility, and the Monarchy,
¢ all have perifhed,”—and perithed under the pretence of an
inequality of priviLegcs (an empty affertion,) which was more
than amply compenfated by a fingle tax on the privileged orders.
This was the tax oa all public aéts. It was rated in proportion
te the fum fpecified in the a&, or to the titles inferted. * Thus
¢ the Meft High and Puiffant Lord, Marquis, Count or Baron,
“ was rated accerding to his birth, or rank, while a citizen enly
 paid in the ratie of his obfcurity.”’ Fid, that aork, and note
tochap. 6. . ,
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fee by his enthufiaftic admiration of the revolution, and
of the Philofophers to whom he attributes the honor of
having effeted it,* that he was very far from withing
to exaggerate the liberty and happinefs of France under
the Monarchy. By the foregoing long extra& we have
no other obje& in view, than that of furnithing the
hiftorian with the proper materials (all extraled from
the greateft admirers or chief authors of the French
Revolution) to enable him to judge of thofe {yftems in
which the Revolution originated, and to appreciate
properly the wifdom or the imprudence of its authors.—
_But to return to Montefquieu. :

Precifely at, that period when L’Efprit des Loix was
publithed, the French were fe happy and fo pleafed
with their King, that the furname of well-beloved (bien
aimé ) had refounded from one extremity of the nation
to the-other. And, unfortunately for Montefquieu, it
is from this publication that we are to trace all thofe
Philofophical reveries on Liberty and Equality, which
at firft only produced difquict and doubt, but which
foon after created other fyftems, that mifled the French
people in their idecas on government, that weakened
the tie of affeQtion between the fubject and the monarch,
and generated at length the monfter of Revolutions.

There is an effential difference to be perceived between
Voltaire and Montefquieu. Voltaire, as we have thown,’
would willingly have endured a Monarch that thould
have connived at his impiety. He would have thought
himfelf fufficiently free, had he been allowed publicly
to blafpheme ; and, generally fpeaking, he was more
partial to the forms of Monarchy, or of Ariftocracy,
than to thofe of Democracy. It was his hatred to re-

“ligion (and he hated religion more than he loyed Kings)
which plunged him into the munieipalizing fyftem.
fisadmi-  VithMontefquieu it was far otherwife. Though he
ration for 'Was not indifferent on the fubje&t of religious liberty,
foreign it was neverthelefs Monarchy itfelf that he meant to
laws. His jnyeftigate. He propofed to regulate all kingly power
fyftems in- hori ding to his ideas of political lib
applicable and authority according to his ideas of political liberty,
tohiscoun- Had religious liberty been carried to excefs, ftill he
try. would have looked upon himfelf as immerfed in flavery
in every ftate where the public authority was not fub-
divided, according to his fyftem, into three diftin&
powers, the Legiflative, the Executive, and the Fudiciary.

¥ Book III. Chap, en the Philofophers,
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This diftin@ion was new to the French nation, which
had been accuftomed to view its Monarch as the central
point of all political authority. The peaceful ages they
had paffed under their Legiflative Kings little inclined
them to envy the boifterous liberty of a neighbouring
.country, perhaps more celebrated for its civil broils in
queft of liberty, than for the wifdom of its conftitutior,
which, at length fixing every mind and every heart, had
fcarcely terminated a long ftruggle between the Monarch
- and the People. :

Without doubt we may admire, as much as Montef-
quieu, the wifdom.of that nation which has known
how te model its laws according to the experience it
had acquired during thofe ftruggles. Laws, indeed,
congenial to the manners which charalterizeit, to its
local fituation, and even to its prejudices. Butis that
conftitution, the moft perfe& perhaps exifting for a na-
‘tion furrounded by the ocean, to be equally perfe&
when tranfplanted into a continental ftate ¢ Has not
nature, by diverfifying the foil, varied its culture ?
Are men, fo heterogencous in their charaters, men
that may be viewed under fo many different points, are
they, in order to attain happinefs and freedom, to be
reduced to one only mode of government ! Noj it
would have been madnefs to adopt the Englifh confti-
tution in France. The genius of the French nation
muft have been totally changed before a Frenchman
would believe himfelf free where the Englifhman does
not even perceive the yoke of thelaw; before the form-
er would refrain from abufing that liberty which the
latter will fcarcely tafte of ; and particularly before the
Frenchman could be kept within thofe Jimits where the
Englifhman refts content.

‘We are willing to believe, that Montefquicu had nev-
er made thefe refletions, when, carried away by his
admiration for foreign laws, he was inventing new prin-
ciples, and prefenting as conftant and general fuch
truths, as would make his countrymen view their
Sovereign in the light of a real Defpot, and the mild
government they lived under, though fo conformable to
their interefts and their genius, as that of a moft horrid
and fhameful flavery. |
It is painful to apply fuch a reproach to this celebra-
ted writer ; but can hiftory refrain from obferving the
fatal impreflion which fuch doétrines muft have made

on a people {o long accuftomed to fay, £ veut le Roiy fi.
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veut la iy (as the King wills, fo wills the law;) the
dotrines, I fay, of him who dared affert as a demon-
ftrated truth, that « when the legiflative and execu-
¢ tive powers are united in the fame perfon or in the
¢ fame body of magiftrates, there can be no.liberty 3
¢ becaufe apprehenfions may arife left the fame Mon-
¢ arch or Senate fhould enaét tyrannical laws, to exe-
¢¢ cute them in a tyrannical manner.”* But in laying
down this principle he had taken care to fay immedi-

ately before, ¢ the political liberty of the fubje is a

¢t tranquillity of mind, arifing from the opinion which
s each one has of his fafcty In order to have this liber-
¢ ty, it is requifite that the Government be fo conftitu-
$¢ ted, as that one man need not be afraid of another.”+
* Either Montefquieu muft have believed the French
reader incapable of ugiting thefe two ideas, or ‘clfe he
meant to fay, ¢ Frenchmen ! You believe that under
the government of your King you are in fafety, and
enjoy liberty. Youropinion is erroneous, it is thame-
ful. © Amidft that calm which you feem to enjoy zhere
is mo liberty ; and none can exift fo long as you repeat

i veut le Roiy fi veut la loi ; in fhort, fo long ‘as the

Legiflative and Executive Powers are united in the- per-
fon of your King. He muft be deprived either of the,
one or the other; or elfe. you muft fubmit to live in

the perpetual terror of tyranmz:al laws, tyrannically exe=

cuted.”:

“This language is not held out to the French alone,
but to every people governed by Kings, even to moft
Republics, where, as he himfelf remarks, thefe pow=
ers were often united. The whole univerfe was then
in a ftate of flavery, and Montefquieu was the apof-
tle fent to teach them to break their chains, chains fo

- light that few were even fenfible of their exiftence! A

general Revolution was then neceffary, that mankind
might affert its liberty ! I could with to exculpate Mon-
tefquieu ; but if on the one fide I am afraid of: attribu-
ting intentions to him which he never had, on the other
I dare not revile genius by feparating it from reafon ;
by faying that he had laid down new principles without
even perceiving their moft immediate confequences. It
is a hard tafk to reprefent Montefquicu brandithing the
torch of difcord between nations and their ngs, be-
tween the fubfc’l&syen of Republics and their Senates,

* Chap. 6, Boek XI. 1+ Chap. 6, Book XI.
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or their Magiftrates ; but would it not be fomething
more ‘or lefs than kindnefs, to behold the torch, and
the man who wields it, without daring to intimate the
intention of kindling a blaze.? How chimerical muft
have been that terror of tyrannical laws tyrannically ex-
ecuted, in a country where the legiflator himfelf is
bound by pre-exifting laws, whofe fole objel is the pre-
fervation of property, liberty, and the fafety of the
{ubje&t !—What a phantom fuch a fuppofition muft be
in a country where the.King was omnipotent in the
leve of his fubjeéts, and nullin tyranny; in a country
where, if the reprefentations of the Magiftrates were
infufficient, the Monarch could never refift thofe of the
people, whofe very filence was fufficient to difarm him,
and he would abrogate any number of laws to make
them return to their noify acclamations. Montefquieu,
who attributes fo much influence to climates, might
very well have taken into tonfideration the manners,
the charaller, and the received opinions, aling fo
much more powerfully “among his countrymen than in
any other nation. But the fa& was, that the French
laws enalted by their Legiflative Monarchs were not to
be furpaffed cither in wifdom or mildnefs by the laws
of any country ; under thofe Legiflative Kings they
- had feen their liberties, o far from being contracted,
afcertained and extended, and faQs are better authori-
ties than fyftems.* _ ‘

The fame error, the fame delufion thows itfelf when His errors
Montefquieu believes every thing to be ruined, if the giit:m Ju-
Prince who has enalted a law has the power of judging Pm?',
the man who tranfgrefles it. Such a fear might be rea-

" fonable in a country where the Legiflative Monarch

could be both judge and plaintiff, thus fitting in judg-
ment on his own caufe, and over thofe of his fubjeéts
of whom he might have reafon to complain; or where
the Legiflative King becomes fole Magiftrate and fole
Judge, or violates the accuftomed forms requiring 3

* On this occafion we may cite Mr. Garat, a lawyer; whofe
opinion cannot be miftrufted, having with many other of his
brethren diftinguifhed himfelf by his philofophical zeal for the
Revolution ; and before that period he was one of the moft ob-
ftinate fticklers for the fovereignty of the people—Neverthe-
lefs he fays, ¢ at prefent all laws emanate from the fupreme will
¢« of the Monarch, who no lorger has the whole nation fer his
¢ council. But his throne is fo eafy of accefs, that the wifhes
“ of the nation can always reach it.” Garat’s Repert : de ju-
rifprud. art SOUVERAIN,

' &



42

ANTIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY.

eertain number of Magiftrates and votes to condemn or
abfolve a fubje€t. This wasa chimerical terror in every
true Monarchy, where, as in France, the firft law is to
obferve thofe of nature, which will always preclude
cither Sovereign or Magiftrate from fitting in judgment
on their own caufes, and on their private differences
with the fubje€t. A terror ftill more futile wherever,
as in France, the King might be caft in his own tribu-
nals, and where equally with any fubje& he was bound
by the law. Hence nothing could ever have made the
French unite the idea of Defpotifm to that of 2 Monarch
the judge of his fubje&s. With what romantic ideas
and tender affeCtion they were wont to paint thofe hap-
py days when Lewis IX. furrounded by his fubje&s as
if they had been his children, would, under a fhady
oak, hear and determine their differences, with all the
authority and juftice of the firft magiftrate of his kings
dom !*  How new muft it then have been for the peo-
ple to hear Montefquicu affert, that ¢ thereis no liber«
¢ ty, if the power of judging, be not feparated from
¢¢ the Legiflative and Executive Powers | Were it joined
¢¢ with the Legiflative, the life and liberty of the fuje&
¢ would be expofed o arbitrary control, for the Judge
¢ would then be the Legiflator. Were it joined to the
¢¢ Bxecutive Power, the Judge might behave with all
¢ the violence of an oppreflor. There would be an
¢ end of every thing, were the fame man, or the fame
¢ body, whether of the Nobles or of the people, to
¢ exercife thofe three powers, that of enatting laws,
¢ that of executing the public refolutions, and that of
¢ judging the crimes, or determining the difputes of
¢ individuals.”'t

Montefquieu appears to have felt the danger of {uch
leffons, when he really feeks to confole nations by tel-
ling them, .that ¢« moft kirgdoms in Europe enjoy a
¢ moderate government, becaufe the Prince who is in-
¢ vefted with. the firft two powers leaves the third to
¢ his fubjefts.” Butfuch a diftin&tion can little avail §
of whht confequence can it be, that the Prince fhould
leave this third power to his fubjects, when about twen-
ty lines higher Montefquieu has laid down as a conftant
principle, that when the two firft powers are united in
the fame perfon there can be no Liberty ? And why does
he immediately add, ¢ InTurkey, ¢ where thefe three

* See Joinville’s Memoirs. + Chap. 6, Book XI.
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¢ powers are united in the Sultan’s perfon, the fubjeéts
¢ groan under the weight of the moft frightful oppref-
€ fion ?"* Isit not very well knbwn, that the Sultan

encrally leaves the judiciary power to the tribunals ?
Could the illuftrious author have meant to addrefs his
countrymen in faying, ¢ You who in every age of your
s¢ hiftory behold your Kings exercifing this power, fuch
¢¢ as Hugues Capet judging Arnould de Rheims; as
¢¢ Lewis the Younger, the Bifhop of Langres, and the
¢¢ Duke of Burgundy; as Lewis IX. adminiftering
¢¢ juftice to all thofe of his fubje&s who had recourfe
¢¢ tohim ; as Charles V. judging the Marquis of Salu-
¢¢ ces, or Charles VII. condemning the Duke of Alene
¢ con; as Francis I. pronouncing on the Connetable
$¢ de Bourbond, and Lewis XIII. judging the Duke de
¢¢ la Valette ; in fine, all you, I fay, who behold your
¢ Monarchs exercifing the judiciary power, learn that
¢¢ there was an end of every thing under fuch Princes,
¢« who were real Sultans, by whom the fubjefts was
¢ made to groan under the moft frightful defpotifm, and
¢¢ that you are in danger of feeing it revived every
¢ time yourt Kings fhall exercife the fame powers.”’+
.~ Would it not have been wifer and more correct if
.Montefquien had faid, that what conftituted the def-
potic power in the Sultan was the power of capriciouf-
ly and inftantaneoufly pronouncing on all points, fol-
lowing no other guide but his paflion and his momenta-
ry intereft ? He fends the bowftring and it is an order
to die ; but can fuch an order be deemed a judgment.
He fends it becaufe he wills it, little regarding the let-
ter or decifions of thelaw ; and it little imports whether
fuch a will be affented to by a fenate which may bear
the title of judges, or whether he. wills it alone, and
in dire& oppofition to fuch a body of Magiftrates.
-~ # Chap. 6, Book XI. T

+ Itmight be objected, that fome of the Kings, asin the cafe
of Francis I. who fatia judgment on trials for High Treafon
were judges in their own caufe. But in reality thofe are caufes
" which intereft the whole ftate. It might as well be obje&ed,
that a French Parliament could not judge a traitor to the fate,
becaufe it is the caufe of every Frenchman. This was an objec-
ton made againft FrancisI. in the cafe of the Marquis de Salu-
ces. Itwas quathed by the Attorney General. Butits having
been made is fufficient to prove that the King was no defpet, fince
the Jaws of the country, and a court of juftice were to decide,
whether he could exercife his power ia that particular cafe.~Ra
pert : de ?ar{'/prud. art Roy, per M. Polverel.)

Vol. II. H . i
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Such is the power which creates a Sultan, and whick
‘conftitutes Defpotifm. But is it not chimerical to fup-
pofe, that in France the power of making a law and
then pronouncing according to the decifions of thatlaw
antecedently made and promulgated, could conftitute
Defpotifm ¢ T .

This erroneous affertion of g celebrated a writer is
the more extraordinary, as we find it fully refuted in

- that part of his work where he treats of thofe ancient

Further er-
ror which
begets the
States-
General

Dukes and Counts who, under the ancient government
of the Franks, exercifed, the three powers. ¢ It may
% be imagined perhaps, (he fays) that the government
* of the Franks muft have been very fevere at that time,
¢ fince the fame officers were invefted with a military
¢¢ and a civil power, nay, even with a fifcal power over
¢ the fubje&s, which in the preceding books I have
¢ obferved to be diftinguithing marks of Defpotic Aa-
¢ thority. But itis not to be believed, that the Counts
¢ pronounced judgment by themfelves, and adminifter-
#¢ ed juftice in the fame manner as the Bafthaws do in
¢ Turkey. In order to judge affairs, they aflembled
¢ a kind of affizes where the principal men appeared.
« The Count’s affiftants were generally feven in num-
¢« ber, and a3 he was obliged to have twelve perfons
¢ to judge, hefilled up the number with the principal
“ men. But whoever had the jurifdi®tion, whether
¢ the King, the Count, the Grafio, the Centenarian, the
¢ Lords, or the Clergy, they never judged alone ; and
¢ this ufage, which derived its origin from the forefts
¢ of Germany, (as alfo did the eautiful fyffem of the
¢ admirable conftitution,) was ftill continued even af-
¢ ter the fiefs had affumed 4 new form.”* He was not
then to come and tell the French people, whofe Kings
did not judge alone in modern more than they had done
in former times,  that a/l was over with them, that Lib-
erty was at an end, becaufe the judiciary power was
not feparated from the legiflative and executive powers.

1t is eafy to fee what difquiet fuch principles muft
have created in the minds of his country-men, and how
they expofed the Royal Autherity to odium and mif-
truft. But, alas! this work contains the origin of far
greater evils.

Forewarned by experience of the troubles which ac-
companied the States-’Gencral, the French feldom re-

* Chap. 18, Book XXX.
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called them to mind but to enjoy thé peace and glor
they had acquired under Monarchs, who by their wig-
dom had fupplied the want of thofe ancient States.
Montefquieu not only fpread his falfe alarms on the le~
giflative and executive powers of the Sovereign, but he
was unfortunate enough to lay down as law to the peo-
ple, that cvery ftate that withes to believe itfelf free
muft only confide in itfelf, or its reprefentatives, for
the enalling of its laws. He was the firft who faid,
$¢ As ina free State every man, whois fuppofed a free
¢ agent, ought to be his own governor, fo the legiflative
¢ power ought to refide in the whole body of the peo-
¢ ple. Butfince this is impoffible in large States, and
¢ in fmall ones is fubjet to great inconveniences, it is
€6 fit that the people fhould execute by their Reprefentatives
¢ what they cannot execute by themfelves.”"* '

This is not the place to obferve what a multitude of
errors thefe affertions contain : the chief is that of ha-
ving converted into a principle what he had obferved in
England, without confidering that often what has con-
duged one nation to Liberty, may lead another into all
the horrorsof Anarchy, and thence to Defpotifm. On
feeing this opinion laid down as a general principle, the
French believed, that to become a free ftate it was ne-~
ceffary for them to return to their former States-Gene-
ral, and veft them with the legiflative power. And in
order to throw the fifcal power alfo into their hands
Montefquieu adds, ¢ If the legiflative power were to
¢¢ fettle the fubfidies, not from year to year, but for
s¢ ever, it would run the vifk of bfing its Liberty, becaufe
f¢ the executive power would no longer be dependent ;
¢ and when once it was poffefled of fuch a perpetual
¢ right, it would be a matter of indifference, whether
¢ it held it of itfelf, or of another. The fame may
¢ be faid, if it fhould fix, not from year to year, but
¢ for ever, the fea and land forces with which it is to
¢ entruft the executive power.”+

‘When we confider how little fuch a do&trine was ever

" thought of in France before. Montefquieu had written ;
when we behold that fwarm of feribbling copyifts, whe
all repeat that Liberty is at an end wherever the people
do not exercife the legiflative and fifcal powers, either
by themfelves or by their reprefentatives ; when we
compare thig dotrine with that of the firft revolution.

* Chap. 6, Book XL . 1 Ibid.
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ary tebels, whether under the denomination of Conffi-
tutionalifts or Monarchifis ; when we. reflet that it was
on fuch principles that Necker, Turgot, Barnave, Mi-
rabeau, and La Fayette founded their fyftematic rebel-
lion, do we not immediately infer (an awful truth in-
deed for Montefquieu, but which Hiftory can never
hide,) that it is to Montefquieu the French mutft trace
that fyftem which disjoints the fceptre and throws the
Monarch into the hands of the people, who by means
of their reprefentatives proclaim their pretended laws ;
that fyftem which-recals the States-General, who, foon
ftyling themfelves National Affembly, leave nothing to
their King but the theatrical fhow of royal pageantry,
until, carrying their confequences ftill further, the peo-
ple affert their unbounded fovereignty by dragging the
unfortunate Lewis XVI. to the fcaffold. - .
Hiftory will be aftonifhed when it beholds Montef-
quieu, ignorantof his fyftem having been precifely that
'which the moft inveterate enemies of his country had
formerly adopted, in hopes of diminifhing the luftre
and grandeur which it enjoyed under the dominion of
its Kings. For ever will the memory of thofe fervile
copyifts, the Conftitutionalifts and Monarchifts, be
odious to their country, when it fhall be remembered
that their main obje&t was to fubjeét their Monarch to
the authority of the States-General, and thus confum-
mate the very plan concerted by the foreign enemy. .
All thefe wonderful men, who were {o well verfed
in the Englith conftitution, might during their refearches
have learned what every Englith fchool-boy was ac-
quainted with, who, in his moft tender years, on re.
ceiving Salmon’s Geography muft have read the follow-
ing paffage, ¢ January 16th, 1691, at the Congrefs of
¢¢ the Hague, confifting of the Princes of Germany,
¢« the Imperial, Englith, Italian, Spanifh .and Dutch
¢¢ minifters, a declaration was drawn up, wherein they
¢« folemnly protefted before God, that their intentions
¢ were never to make peace with Lewis XIV. until
¢ the Eftates of the kingdom of France fhould be ef-
s¢ tablifhed in their ancient liberties ; fo that the Clergy,
¢« the Nobility, and the Third-Eftate, might enjoy
¢¢ their ancient and lawful privileges ; nor till their
s¢ kings for the future fhould be obliged to.call together
¢ the faid eftates awhen they defired any fupply, without
¢¢ whom they fhould not raife any money, on any pre-
ff tence whatever, and till the parliaments of that
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¢ kingdom and all other his fubjects were reflored to their
s¢ juff rights.  And the confederates invited the fubjets
¢¢ of France to join with them in this undertaking for
#¢ reftoring them to their rights and liberties, threaten-
¢ ing ruin and devaftation to thefe who refufed.”*

It is thus that, after thirty years of the moft learned
difcuflion and refearch on the part of Montefquieu,
and forty years of new difcuflion on the part of his
learned difciples, the Conftitutionalifts and Monarch-
ifts, that they adopt that plan for reftoring their coun-
try to liberty which every Englith fchool-boy knew to
have originated in the mind of the enemy, who withed
to overturn the Throne, and tarnith the luftre which
France had acquired under its Legiflative Monarchs.

Had I already faidit, I fhould neverthelefs repeat,
that the objeét here in debate is, not what the ancient
conftitution of France has been, nor whether their kings
enjoyed the legiflative power, (which has been very ill
difcufled by our modern politicians ;) ftill lefs are we
difpofcd to agitate the queftion, which is the moft per-
fe&x conftitution in itfelf ¢ Nobody will deny that gov-
ernment to be the beft, under which the people are
happieft at-home, and moft formidable abroad ; and
fuch a refleétion will fuffice to thow how baneful the
do&rines broached by Montefquieu and repeated by the
Sophifters of Rebellion muft have proved to France :
They who' came to ftun their countrymen with the
pretended fears of defpotifm, alienating their minds
from their own contftitution to excite their admiration
for foreign laws, and thatat a time when the love of
.the fubjets for their King was carried to enthufiafm
after the tranquil miniftry of the Cardinal Fleury, and
the brilliant compaigns of the Marechal de Saxe in
Flanders.

It may be difficult to decide how far this imprudent
do&rine is to be looked upon as the error or as the per-
verfion of genius; were we to appeal to the teftimonies
of his greateft admirers, we fhould not hefitate at the
latter decifion, and rank him among the Sophifters of
Rebellion, as the fe& appears to have done. D’Alem-
bert rather accufes than defends him, when, anfwering
thofe who complained of the obfcurity of the Spirit of
Laws, he fays, ¢ All that may appear obfcure to com-
f¢ mon readers is not fo to thofe whom the Author had

* Edit. 5750, Page 309.
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¢ particularly in view. Befide, a voluntary obfeurity
¢t ceafes to be obfcure. Mr. de MontefqGieu, often
¢ wifhing to advance certain important truths, which,
¢ boldly and abfolutely exprefled, might have given
¢ offence to no purpofe, very prudently dijguifed them,
« and by this innocent artifice hid them from thofe who
¢ might have been offended, without deftroying their
¢ intended effe&t on the fage.”* It is difficult to pafs
over this woluntary obfcurityin a man who has advanced
principles fo fubverfive of the laws and government of
his country. His pretended innecent artifices would al-
moft convince the reader, that all thofe proteftations of
Montefquieu were hypocritical and fophiftical, when
we fee him, after having ftrained every nerve to prove
to moft nations that they are perfe& ftrangers to liberty,
and that their kings are real defpots, fecking every means
ta difpel any fufpicion of his being of that difquiet,
morofe, and feditious temper which thirfts after revalu-
tions. .

" Nor is the fufpicion removed by D’ Alembert when he
compliments him as having ¢ diffufed that general light
¢ on the principles of government which has rendered
¢¢ the people more attached %0 what they ought 1o loye.”
‘What can be the fignification of ¢ what they ought so
¢ Jove” inthe mouth of this artful Sophifter 7 Wh
fhould he not have faid more attached to their King ans
the Government of their country ? But we have alrea-

-

. dy feen how little this Sophifter was attached to cither

the one or the other. .
- It is equally unfortunate, that his panegyrift, now

that the name of Encyclopedift is fo juftly covered with
opprobrium, fhould extol his zeal for that monftrous
digeft, whofe objeét remains no longer a fecret, or when
the moft revolutionary among the Sophifters pofitively
affert, that Montefquien weuld not have written had not
Voltaire written before him. Condorcet, by advancing
fuch a propofition, clearly means, that if Voltaire had
not fucceeded fo well in his Antichriftian Confpiracy,
Montefquieu would not have centributed fo' powerfully
towards the political revolution ; thatif the’ one‘hd‘

‘been lefs daring againft the Altar, the other would have

dared lefs againft the Throne. - :
- Infolving this unfortunate problem, what « damn-
¢ ing proof” would be acquired againft Montefquieu

* Montefquieu’s Elogy by D’Alembert at the head of the sth
volume of the Encyclopediaz_ head 5

Ll



ANTIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY.

if the authenticity of a letter which appeared in one
of the London papers could ever be afcertained ! Vol-
taire and D’Alembert confpired againft the Jefuits,
becaufe they believed that fociety to be one of the
firmelt props to religion ; Montefquieu, if the letter
be genuine, prefles for their deftruction, becaufe he
thought them too much attached to the Royal author-
ity. <« Wehavea Prince,” fays he, ¢« who is good,
¢ but weak. That fociety employs every art to tranf-
¢ form the Monarch into a Defpot. If it fucceeds:
¢¢ I tremble for the confequences, civil war will rage,
¢ and ftreams of blood will inundate ever} part of Eu-
% rope.—The Englith writers have thrown fo greata
¢¢ light upon Liberty, and we have fo great a defire of
¢ preferving what little of it we enjoy, that we fhould
¢ make the worft flavesin the world.”

‘Were thofe violent and extreme meafures which we
have fince witneffed already taken ? This letter would
indicate as much ; befide, it is entirely written in the
ftyle of -a confpirator. It is full of fuch expreflions as
thefe : ¢« If we cannot write freely, /et us think and ait
¢ freely. We muft wait patiently, but never ceafe
s¢*working for the caufe of Liberty. Since we cannot
s¢ fly to the pinnacle, let us climb.” :

Could it be poffible that Montefquieu had already -

formed the plan of driving out the Swifs guards, and
of calling forth the national guards of the revolution ?
The following lines ftrongly denote fuch a plan :
¢¢ What a point fhould we have gained, if we could
¢ once get rid of thofe mercenaries and foreign fol-
¢ diers! Anarmy of natives would declare for Liberty,
¢ at leaft the greater part of them would. But thatis
¢ the very reafén why foreign troops are maintained.”*
Howeverdifficult it may appear to vindicateMontefquien

N A &

from being a confpirator, if it be true that he was the”

Author of the above letter, flill I muft fay what may

* It is carneftly requefted of all perfons who mafy have a‘s}'
further knowledge of that letter, or are in pofleflion of the New{-
paper in which it was publifhed, that they will be kind enough
to give fuch information to the Author at Mr. Dulau’s, Bookiel-
ler, No. 107, Wardour-ftreet. He cannot queftion the veracity
of the Abbé le Pointe, who gave him the tranflation of it, taken
from an Evening Newi{paper about the laster end of 1795 ; but,
not attaching the fame importance to the letter which the Author
would have done, the Abbé neither remarked the title nor the
date of the paper which he tranflated it from, and #fat the Au-
thor hopes will plead his excufe for troubling his readers.
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abfolutely excufe him. This letter ‘may have: becs
written in 2 moment of anger, and be the effe of one
of thofe fantaftical contradi&ions from which the great
eft genius is niot always exempt. Montefquicu had be-
ftowed the higheft encomiums on the Jefuits in. his
Spiritof Laws ;1 but that did not hinder them from
condemning feveral of his propofitions. The refent-
ment of the moment might have induced him to with

. for their deftru@ion. It is generally known, that he

was much more tender to eriticifm than could be fup-
pofed for a man of his fuperior genius. Al his love of
Liberty couM not hinder him from applying to the Mar-
quife de Pompadour to obtain the defpotic order for fup-
prefling and even-for burning Mr. Dupin’s Refutation
of his Spirit of Laws.} -

‘We may obferve various traits in this celebrated ge-
nius which are irreconcileable. He was very intimate
with the Encyclopedian Deifts and Atheifts, but always
very defirouss that his friends thould die good Chriftians,
and that they fhould receive all the rites of the church.
‘At that awful period he was an Apottle or Divine, he
would exhort and infift until the fick perfon affented 3
he would run, though it were at midnight, to call the
clergyman whom he thought the moft proper to complete

- the converfion; at leaft fuch was his conduét with re-

fpect to his friend and relatioh Mr. Meiran.§

. His works are equally . fantaftical. He fpeaks of re-
ligion in terms of the higheft panegyric ; neverthelefs
we have to guard againft manyan attack which he makes

_againt it. In defending Chriftianity againft Bayle, he

tells us, that perfe& Chriftians ¢« would be citizens in-
¢¢ finitely more enlightened with refpe& to the various
¢« duties of life. That the more they believed them-
¢¢ felves indebted to religion, the more they would
¢¢ think due to their country; that the Principles of
¢ Chriftianity deeply engraved on the heart fhould be
« infinitely more powerful than the falfe honor of

* ¢ Monarchies, than the human virtues of Republics,

¢ or the fervile fear of Defpotic States.”]] And yet
he lays afide that religion, and continues to make this.
falfe honor and thefe human virtues the prime movers
of Monarchies and Republics! He reprefents the
Chriftian religion as the moft confonant to Monarchy ;9
and he has faid before, ¢ There is no great fhare of

. 4 Chap. 6, Book IV. 1 See Feller’s Hiftorical Dicionary.
¢ Ibid. || Chap. 6, Book XXIV. 9 Chap. 3, Book XXIiV.
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& probity or virtue neceffary to fupport a Monarchical
¢ Government—That 'in well regulated Monarchies,
¢ they are almoft all good fubje€ts, and very few good
¢ men—Thatin aMonarchy it is extremely difficult for
¢ the people to be virtuous;”* that.is to fay, that the

‘Chriftian religion is the moft confonant with Monarche .

ies, but that it is the moft difficult for the people to
follow under that government. He writes in the midft
of a people then the moft diftinguifhed for its love ta
its Sovercign, and his whole fyftem appears to be cals
culated for a nation enflaved under the fevereft Deéfpot-
ifm, and of which Terror is the prime agent. Cers
tainly, either the beloved Monarch is not a Defpot, of
fear is not the prime agent of Defpotifm. Might not
all this be comprifed under whit D’Alembert calls in-
nocent artifices ? but another caufe may be furmifed.
Monte{quieu declared in his laft moments, that if he
had hazarded any expreffions in his works which could
caft a doubt on his belief, ¢ it was owing to a tafte
s¢ for novelty and fingularity; to a with of paffing for
s¢ 3 tranfcendent genius foaring above prejudice and
¢ common maxims ; to a defire of pleafing and of ob.
 taining the plaudits of thofc men who dire&ed the
¢ public opinion, and who were never more lavith of
¢¢ theirs than when one appeared to authorize them to
¢ throw off the yoke of all dependence and reftraint.”$

This avowal would lead us to infer, that there wasa .

greater tafte for novelty and fingularity in his political
fy@tems than in his religious ideas. He always prefer-
ved a fufficiency of his religious education to refpect
Chriftianity, though not enough to guard againft thofe
political fyftems which might and really did gain him
that applaufe which he fo miuch fought for, I mean

that of the modern Sophifters, who, with their new- .

fangled ideas of Liberty and Equality, thought them-
felves authorized to fhake off the yoke of all depend-
ence. I cannot believe that he confpired with thems
but that he forwarded their plans is too certain. And
fuch will be our opinion till the before-mentioned let-
ter can be authenticated.f He did not confpire by

* Chap. 3and 6, BookIIl. 1 See Hiftorical DiGtionary.
1 It is certainly a moft extraordinary coincidence, that while
our Author, though obliged to ftate the revolutionary principles
hid down in Montefquieu’s works, does all he can to exculpate
himvﬁ-c;m ﬁny evil intentiop, Blem'and Barrere, the fanguinary
Ol, A«
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fetting up his fyftems, but his fyftems formed confpir.
ators. He created a {chpol, and in that {chool {yftems
were formed, which, improving on his, rendered the
latter more fatal. ‘

Reporter of the fucceffive Committees of General Safety which
have butchered France, and who was himfelf at leagth involved
n the downfal of Robefpierre, after having been his ageat du.
ring his whole reign of terror, fhould have been writing precife-
ly at the fame time a long declamatory pamphlet under the title
of Moﬂtq/?ulm peint par lui-meme, claiming the honers of the
Pantheon for him, as one of the Do&ors of Demacracy and 2
Progenitor ot the French Revolution. IHe even declares his ob-
je& to be ne other than to form an Edition of Montefguieu for
the ufe of Republicans. Could it be poflible that men of Bar-
rere’s ftamp were the perfons whom D’Alembert meant to de-
fign when he faid, % All that may appear obfcure to commen
S readers és not fo to thofe whom the anthor bad particalarl‘y in

 view ; befides, a volunsary obfeurity ceafeste be oblcure 2’ T
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CHAP. IIL |

o Fean Faques Rouffear’s Syftem. 7

OWEVER cautioufly Montefquieu’ may have ex- confe.
prefled himfelf, the grand principle of all De- quences
mocratic Revolutions was neverthelefs laid down in hig, not obfer-
writings. He had taught in his fchool, ¢ thatin a :s;::f:,‘;
¢¢ free ftate, every man who is fuppofed a free agent Montei-
¢ ought to be his own governor.”™ This axiom evident- quicw.
g. implies, that no man nor any people can believe

emfeclves free, unlefs they are their own legiflators 5
and hence it was natural to conclude, that theve hardly
exifted a nation on earth that had a right to believe it-
felf free, or that had not fome bonds to burft in order
to extricate itfelf from flavery. B :

Scarcely could England even flatter itfelf with the
real enjoyment of this liberty ; and we fee Montef-
quicu not venturing to affert it when he adds, ¢ Itis
¢ not my bufinefs to examine whether the Englith ac-
¢ tually enjoy liberty or not. It ‘is fufficient for my
LU furpofc to obferve, that it is eftablithed by their
% laws, and I inquire no farther.”+ Though this may
have fatisfied the mafter, it might not be fufficient for
all the difciples; and fome one of them might anfwer,
that - according to his principle the Englith laws were
far from granting that liberty inherent to a people gov-
erning itfelf. :

Itis evident, that to believe in their own freedom .
the Englith were obliged to deny this principle as too .
general, and certainly they were entitled to reply, o
¢ With us liberty confifts in the right of freeg doing
¢ all that the law does not forbid; and every. Englith~
¢ man, whether rich or poor, is equally free, whether
¢¢ he have the requifites for being an eletor or not,
¢¢ whether he make the law by his dire vote, or by
¢¢ his deputies ; or even if he does not in the leaft con-
¢ tribute toward it. For in all thefe cafes he is certain
¢ of being judged by the fame law. The Foreigner
€ even is as free among us as ourfelves, when he is
< willing to obferve our laws, for he may do as freely
¢ as ourfelves all that is not forbidden by the law.”

. Chap. 6y Boole. ‘l' Chap. 7 Book XI.
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If England could juftly reproach Montefquieu with
the generality of his' principle, what muft have been
the cafe with other nations, fuch as France, Spain,
Germany, or Rufha, where the people do not partake,
either by themfelves or by their reprefentatives, of the
power of enatting laws ? What was to be faid of all
thofe republics, either in Switzerland or Italy, where
the three powers are united in the fenate, wherg, to

‘ufe Montefquieu’s expreflion, the power being one, he
. thinks be difcovers and- dreads at. every flep a Defpatic.

Prince ? A
It was a neceflary confequence, either that this prin-

" ciple mutft have been done away ; or that all Europe,

perfuading itfelf that it groaned uader flavery, would.
dttempt, by a general Revolution in all Governments,
to caft off the voke. = Some great genius muft have arifs
én who could have counteradted the ‘}at:)[ (hock given.
by this illuftrious author. But for the misfortune of.
Europe the very reverfs came to pafs. .

" Montefquieu was not only admired and extolled, 2&
he deferved, in. confideration of many parts. of hig
Spirit of Laws, but he was more cfpecially venerated,
for thofe paffages in which, by means of his principles,

- on Liberty, Equal,itx a'i;d\-_Lq&i_ﬁai,t‘im.x,‘ he afperfed the,

exiting governments. with the, imputatjon of Slavery,.
The Sophifters eafi y. overjogked . his .r,cﬁr_i&iohs,,hiq
4. . g .. colgagde . ' 't N
proteftations,” bis obfcurities and 21: inngcent artifices, be=.
caufe they conceived it tg be fufficient that he had opens,
ed the path, and thown how far it mightlead, .
"“The firlt who undertook to widen this path was Jean,
Jaques Roufleay, that famous citizen of Geneva, whom
we have already feen.fo powerfully forwarding the con.,
fpiracy againft the altar, He was in every fhape the.
man of whom the Sophifters of rebellion fiood in need.
to conduét them in their attack againft the, Throne..
Horn a citizen of 'a Republic, he imbibed with his milk,
as he fays himlelf, the hatred of Kings, as Voltajre had .
done that of Chrift. He was better verfed than Mone.
tefquigu in that dangerous talent of propagating. errok,
with the tone of importance, or of prefenting paradox . -
as the refult of deep thought. He poflefied, .above all, .
that boldnefs which neither admits principles by halves, ,
nor fhrinks at their confequences. He furpafled his.
l‘?a&m and in his political theories greatly outfiripped:.
1,
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The Spiritef Laws appeared in the year 1748, and
'The Socsal Contraét in 1752. Montefquien had revived
the ideas-of Liberty and Equality; but Jean Jaques
conftrues them into fypreme happinefs. ¢ If we ex~
¢ amine,” fays he, ¢ in what the fupreme bappinefs of
¢ aLL confifts, which ought tobe the grand objet of
s¢, every legiflature, it will appear to center in thefe twq
¢ points, LIBERTY AND EQUALITY. In Liberty, be-
s¢. caufe all private dependence is fo much ftrength fub
¢ tralted from the body of the ftate ;5 in Egquality, be~
¢¢ caufe Liberty cannot fubfift without jt.”™* ,
Montefquieu had not dared to dccide whether the Man every
Englith were free or not ; and at the very time when "i’“i':y'"w
he was pafling the moft fevere criticifm on other gov- cording
e he fheltered himfelf .under the intention of, to Jean
not withing to wilify or debafe any ome. Jean Jaques Jaques.
was abovenlflcl\ cautions ; he begins his work by faying,
n is born. free, and yet we fee bim every where in chains 4 -
Montefquieu had furmifed, that to believe himfelf
free it was neceflary that man _fbould be bis own governor ;
that he fhould a&t accordm%to his. own laws, and ac-.
cording to his own will. But he judged the means of
execution to be difficult in a fmall ftate, and impoffible-
in a large one.  Jean Jaques would have belicved the
principle falfe had he found it impoflible in praQice.
But he believed the principle, aslaid down by Montef-
quicu to be true in theory ; andto furpafs his mafter
he had only to demonftrate its poflibility, and to facil-.
;t;tc its execution. This contftitutes his favourite pro-
m : ,

"To find a form of affociation which ¢« will defend Object of
¢ and proteét. with the whole aggregate force the perfon.Jean Ja-
s and property of each individual ; and by which every 35 fyf-
L] perfgn, while, united. with aLy, /bal/ obey only HIN-
$¢ SELF, and rvemain. as free as before the union ; fuch.
¢ i3 the fundamental. problem, fays Jean Jaques, of.
¢ whichthe Social Contraét gives the folution.”t This.
was.in other terms precifely fecking to realize Montef-,

uiew’s principle ; to give.to each man who feels him-,

Self a free agent the megns of being his own governor,

and of living under no other laws thofe whichhe -

has himfelf made. » :
How a man, after having entered intothe Social Con- His ebject

trat, is to find himfelf as free a5 if he had never enga. crroncoss,

* Secial Contra&, Chap. 11, Book II.
+ Chap. 3, Book L.~ T:Chap. 6, Book I
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ged init, is not caﬁly*con‘ccivei'l 3 or, how a man' who
as fubje€ted himfelf to the will of the majority can be
as free as when his altions were to be direéted folely by
his own will, is equally inconceivable. This was pre-
¢ifely faying, that the obje& of civil fociety is to pre-
ferve that Liberty which is anterior to government, ot
of the ftate of nature ; though the Social  Contra&,
according to all received ideas, exprefsly imparts the
facrifice of part of that Liberty to preferve the reft,
and to obtain at that price, peace and fecurity to one’s
perfon, property, and families ; in fhort, all the other
advantages of civil fociety. ' L

The folution of this problem became more difficult
when Jean Jaques afferted, that « itis evident, that’
¢ the firt wifh and ifitention’ of the people muft be,

‘e that the ftate fhould not perith.”t+ °According to

their fecond maxim, it was not effentially neceffary to’
Be one’s own governor, or toa& always according to
one’s own will, and to live under laws enaétéd by one-
felf ; but to have good laws, whoever might have been
the legiflator, and to be governed fo as to fave the State.
But contradiions could ‘not thwart Jean Jaques in
his career. He withed to realize Montefquieu’s princi-"
ple. He fets off on'the fuppofition, that every man,
a free agent, is to be his own governor 5 that is to fay,
that every free people are'to obey thofe laws folely whith *
they have themfelves ena&éd : and in future he never
views the law in any other light than as the al? of the:
general will.  Such a propofition immediately annuls all’
laws which had ever been enated by any King, Prince;
or Emperor, without the participation of the multitude 3
nor does Jean Jaques hefitate in faying, ¢ It is unne-
¢ ceffary to inquire to whom belongs the funétion of
¢ making laws, becaufe the lawsare but the a&ts of the
« general will. The legiflative power belorigs to the '
¢ people, and can belong only to them. Whatever -
« is ordered by azry man of his.own accord is not law.
¢ For the people, to be fubjeCted to laws, muft enjoy
¢¢ the right of making them.t S E
Such was the firft. principle. which Jean Jaques de- !
duced from his mafter’s diftinion of the three powers. °
The fecond was not lefs flattering for the multitude.
All Sovercignty, according to Jean Jaques, refided in
the power of Legiflation. In giving this power to the
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people, he concluded the people were Sovereign ; and fo
much fo, that they had not the power o{ Jubmitting to
another Sovereign. All fybmiffion on the part of the
people is reprefented in this new fchool as a violation of
the very a& by which every people exifts ; and to violate
this a&t was to annihilate their own exiftence ; and as a
further confequence he concludes, that all fubmiflion
on the part of any peeple is null in itfelf, for this great
reafon, that by nothing nothing can be performed.§
" Left he fhould not be underftood, we fee Jean Jaques
frequently repeating both the principle and the confe-
quences. ¢ The Sovereignty, he fays, being no rore
¢ than the exercife of the general will, can never alien-
¢ ateitfelf. If therefore a people promife uncondition=
¢ ally to obey, thea& of making fuch a promife dif-
¢ folves their exiftence, and they lofe their quality of a
¢ people ; for at the moment that there is a mafler
¢ there is no longer a Sovereign, and the body politic
¢¢ is deftroyed of courfe.”||

. It was impoflible to {ay in a clearer manner to all na.
tions, Hitherto you have been governed by Kings whom
you looked upon as Severeigns ; if you wifh to ceafe be-
ng flaves,. begin by taking the Sovereignty to yourfelves,
that you may enact your own laws ; and let your Kings,
if you wifh to keep them, be no more than fervants, to
obey your laws, and to fec them obferved by others.

Montefquicu feared thata legiflative people would 1.
not be fufficiently enlightened for the difcuffion of laws The people |
and affairs in general; but this fear had not made him :;’;’.."x"ﬁ';:_“
relinquith the principle. = Jean Jaques, infifting on the
principle, could fee nobody more proper than the peo-
ple to carry both principle and confequence into prac-
tice.. In thisnew fyftem, the general will of the peo-
ple was not only to frame the laws, but in the making -
of thofe laws became infallible. For he fays, ¢ the
¢ general will is always right, and tends always to the
¢ public advantage. The people can never be bribed,

t yet they may be deceived.”*  But in whatever man-
ner they may be deceived, this Sovereign people, by its na-
ture, muft, while it exifls, be every thing that it cught to be.}

To compenfate for the incapacity of the peopleinthe
framing of laws, Montefquieu propoied reprefentatives, Sole repre-
or men who fhould make the laws for them. Jean fentative.
Jaques would not allow thefe men to be repiefentatives

§ Chap. 7, Book I. )| Chap. 1, Book II.
* Chap. 3, Book'IL + Chap. 7, Boek I.
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* in tiny thing but in name : He contended, that Mot
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tefquieu, in caufing deputies to be chofen, placed the
people under attornies and barrifters, that is to fay, una
der men who were to plead their caufe as a guardian
does that of his'ward. But ncither attornies nor guar-
dians could be looked upon as real reprefentatives.
That thefe men, whofe judgment. the people would be
obliged to reccive as law, might differ both in will and

-opinion from the people; in fine, it was giving abfolute

legiflators to the people, and thereby divefting it of the
fegiflative power. He further obferves, that the wilt -
of the people could be no more reprefented by thefe
deputies than that of a ward by his guardian. And he -
adds, in fpite of his mafter, « The Sovercign, (the
s people) which is only a colleive being, cannot be reprefen~
¢ ted but by stfelf ; the power may be tranfmitted, but mot
¢ the will.  Befides, the Sovereign power may fay,
¢ ¢my will at prefent agrees with the willof fuch a
¢ man, or at leaft with what he declaresto be his will ;?
¢ butit cannot fay, ¢ our wills fhall likewife agree to-
¢ morrow,’ as it would be abfurd to think of binding
¢ the will for any time to come.”* ,

* From thefe reafonings certain qualities and rights
are inferred, which Montefquieu would not perhaps
have refufed to the Sovereign pzople, but which he had
not dared to exprefs. This Sovereign made the law
and, whatever might be the:law made by the people,
it could not be unjuffy as no perfon can be unjuft towards
himfelf.

The Sovereign people make the laws, but no law can
bind them. ¢ For, continues~Jean Jaques, in ever
¢¢ cafe the people are mafters, to change even the b'cl{
& laws : for, if that body is difpofed to injure itfelf,
¢ who has a right to preventit "4 ‘

In fhort the great difficulty which Montefquieu found
in free men being their own governors and legiflators
lay in the impoffibility of holding, efpecially in great
Rates, the affemblies of this legiflative people. Thefe
inconveniences, or even impoflibilities, vanifh before
Jean Jaques, becaufe he felt that either the principle
was to be abandoned, or the confequences to be follow-
ed up; and neither Parliaments nor States General
could fuffice for him ; he wifhed for real aflemblies of
the whole people. ¢ The Sovereign, having no other

* Chap. 1, Book IL. + Chap. 12, Book II.
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s¢ force but the legiflative power, aéts only by the laws;
¢ and the laws being only the authentic aéts of the
L general will, the Sovereign can never act but when the
“ people are affembled. Some will perhaps.think, that
« the idea of the people affembling is a mere chimera :
s but, if it be fo now, it was not fo two thoufand
4 years ago ; and I fhould be glad to know whether
¢ men have changed their nature ? The limits, of pof-
¢ fibility, in moral things, are not fo confined as many
¢¢ are apt to fuppofe them!: it is our weaknefs, our
¢¢.vice, and our prejudice, that narrow the circle. The
4 abje& mind diftrufts the very idea of a great foul ;
¢ and vile flaves hearken with a fncer of contempt
¢¢ when we talk to them of Liberty.”+

However confidently Jean Jaques may have laid down Examples

this do&trine, ftill the examples which he adduces to of a fove-
cotroborate st were far from demontftrating that thefe 'ﬁf‘;}ﬁf:
affemblies of the-Sovereign had ever exifted. The citi-

‘zens, forinftance, of Rome or Athens were perpetu-

‘ally flocking to the forum ; but thofe citizens, ¢fpecially

the people of Rome, were not the Sovereign people

and every where Sovereign. The Empire was im-

menfe, and the people in this immenfe Empire, fo far

from being Sovereign, were a people enflaved by a Def-

potic Metropolis, by an army of four bundred thoufand

Joldiers called Citizens, always ready to burft forth from

an entrenched camp called Rome, to crufh any town or
province which fhould dare to affert its own liberties.

Athens followed the fame condu& with refpe& to its
colonies and allied towns.

Thefe examples adduced by Jean Jaques only fhowed
what the Fyench Revolution has, fince, fo well demon-
ftrated : that when the inhabitants of an immenfe
town, like Rome or Paris, take up arms, they may
ftyle. their Revolutions by the names of Liberty and
Equality, butall the real diftinétion is, that in place of
one King whom they may have banifhed or murdered,
the inhabitants are transformed into four or five hun-
dred thoufand Defpots and Tyrants over the Provinces,
while they in their turn are tyrannized by their tribunes.
Are not the afthes of Lyons, are not the unfortunate
people of Rouen or Bourdeaux the unhappy examples
that may be cited to fhow what fate awaited the mifera-
ble town that might attempt to fhake off the yoke of

Chap. 12, Beok IIIL
Lo
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the fuburbs of St. Marceaw, St. Antoine, or of the cit-
izens of Paris ? And has not that immenfe town paid
its tribute to a Robefpierre at one time, and at another
to the five Kings ? .

At fome times, however, Jean Jaques was fenfible
of thefe inconveniences. But he-would not on that ac-
count abandon his grand prin¢iple of the Sovereignty
of the people, nor even the gen:ral affemblies. He
would, after Montefquiew’s example, have recourfe 7
the virtue of Republics or of the Sovereign people 5
but he would even reproach Montefquicu with a ¢ fre-
¢ quent want of precifion in not making the neceffary
¢ diftin&ions, and not perceiving, that, the Sovereign
¢¢ authority being every where the fame, the fame prin-
¢ ciple muft prevail in every well conftituted ftate.”
Then. he would add, ¢ that there is no government fo
¢ fubjet to civil wars and internal agitatiodfs, as the de-
¢ mocratic or popular one ;” (that is to fay, as the ftate
of which virtue is the bafis) ¢ becaufe there is not one
¢¢ which has fo ftrong and fo continual a tendency to

“#¢ change its form, which can only be preferved by the

¢ vigilance and courage employed to maintain it.”*

He even then confeffes, that ¢ if there were a na-
¢ tion of Gods, rhey might be governed by a Democ-
¢ racy ; but fo perfect a government will not agree
¢ with men.”t Yet then, left, after Montefquieu’s
example, he thould be wanting in precifion, he pro-
fcribes all great empires from the fweets of liberty ; he
would allow of none but fmall ftates,} of one town in
each ftate 5 and capitals are in his plan particularly ex-
cluded.§ '

His dotrine on this point is precife enough, when
he f?s,  no city, any more than a nation, can be
¢ ladfully fubjeted to another, becaufe the eflence of
¢¢ the body politic confifts in the perfet union of obe-
¢¢ dience and liberty, and becaufe the words Subjec?
¢ and Sovereign are the identical co-relatives whofe
¢« meaning is united in the word Citizen.,”’|] That is
to fay in a plain ftyle, that all the Sovereigns and Sub-
jelts of a given ftate are only the burgeffes of the fame
town. That a Citizen, {ubje& and fovereign of Lon-
don, has no authority at Portfmouth or Plymouth, and
the citizens, fubje@s and fovereigns of thefe latter or
any other towns cannot be fubjeét to a fovereign which

* Chap. 4, Book III. + Ibid. I Ibid.
§ Chap. 13, Book III. Il ¢hap. 13, Book IIE.
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inhabits another town. And Jean Jaqdcs continues,

¢¢ It is always wrong to unite many cities in one (that

¢ is to fay in one empire ;) it would be abfurd to fpeak
¢¢ of the abufes prevalent in great ftates, to thofe who
¢ would wifh to form only fmall ones. But it is proper
¢¢ to confider, how fufficient ftrength can be commu-
¢¢ nicated to {mall ftates, to defend them from the at-
¢¢ tacks of great ones ? The reply here i3, that they
¢ muft follow the footfteps of the Grecian cities, which
¢« formerly refifted the power of the great King; and
¢ of Holland and Switzerland who more recently with-
¢¢ flood the hpufe of Auftria.”+ All which meant,
that in this fyftem of Liberty and Equality applied to
the fovereign people it was neceffary to fubdivide the
greater ftates into {fmall federative demacracies.

¢ Iu fine, if it be impoflible to reduce a ftate within
¢ proper limits, (notwithftanding his admiration for
¢¢ Rome,) there is ftill one meafure to be adopted—
¢¢ that of not allowing a capital, or fettled feat of gov-
¢« ernment, but moving it in rotation to every city,
¢« and aflembling the ftates of the country alternately
¢¢ in the fame manner.}” !

Left it fhould be objeéted to our Philofopher, that
to form thefe little democracies, would only be fubdi-
viding the larger ftates into fo many lefler provinces,

which would be for ever a prey # civil war and inte{h'm '

divifions, and always tending to change their form, which
he declares to be the lot of all democracies, he is pleaf-
ed to grant exiftence to ariftocracies. Thefe, and par-
ticularly ¢ the EleQtive Ariftocracy, which is the true

¢ one, are the beft of all governments.”|] But whether .

Democracy, Ariftocracy, or Monarchy be adopted, the
people always remain fovereign ; the general affemblies
of the fovereign'are always requifite, and they were to
be frequent, ¢ and fo ordered as to aflamble of courfe
e at the ftated period, without being formally conve-
¢ ned, not leaving it in the powerHf any Prince or
¢ Magiftrate to prevent the meeting without openly de-
¢ ‘claring bimfelf a wiolator of the laws, and an enemy
¢ to the ftate.”§

. Jean Jaques, more confequent than his mafter, fol-
lows up the principle he had borrowed  from Montef-

a & n a
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« blies, whofe object is the maintenance of the foial femblies of

+ Chap. 13, Book III. 1 Ibid.
I Chap. 5, Beok LI - § Chap. 18, Book III,
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¢ treaty, two queftions thould always be propofed, and
¢ never on any account omitted ; and the fuffrages
¢ fhould be taken f{eparately on each—The: firft flould
¢ be, Does it pleafe the Sovereign (the people) to pre-

¢ ferve the prefent form of government? And the.

¢¢ fecond, Does it pleafe the people to leave the ad-
¢ miniftration with thofe who are at prefent charged
¢« with it ?’* That is to fay, to continue the Magif-
trate, the Prince, or the King, whom they had chofen.

Thefe two queftions in the {fyftem of the fovereignty
of the people are only confequences of the great prin-
ciple laid down by Montefquieu, that every man feeling
bimfelf a free agent ought to be his own govermor. For
this man, or people, feeling themfelves free agents,
might not chufe to be governed to-day after the fame
manner they were governed yefterday. If they were
unwilling, how could they be free agents, when obii-
ged to maintain that government and thofe chiefs which
they had formerly chofen.

Such a confequence would have made any Philofo-
pher lefs intrepid than Jean Jaques abandon the prin-
ciple. 'Without pretending to Philofophy, one might
have told him, ¢ that every people which forefaw the
misfortunes that perpetual revolutions in their govern-
ment expofed them to, might without villifying or en-
flaving themfeves, have chofen a Conftitution and {fworn
to maintain it. They might have chofen Chiefs, Ma-
giftrates, or Kings, who were bound by oath to govern
according to that Conftitution: a compa& which it
would be no lefs criminal to violate, than the moft fa-
cred oath (and equally fo to-morrow as to-day.) If
the people are fuppofed to facrifice their Liberty by a
compact of this nature, you will call eyery honeft man
by the degrading name of flave, who fhall think him-
felf bound by-ithe promife he made yefterday, or the
oath he took to\{“:vc according 'to the laws of the ftate
But fuch reafonings would have had little weight ‘with
Jean Jaques. In his opinion, it was a great error to
pretend, that a Conftitution equally binding for the
people and their chiefs wa# a compa&t between the peo-
ple and the chiefs they had chofen; becaufe (fays he)
¢« it would be ablurd and contraditory to fuppole, that
¢« the Soveteign fhould give itfelf afuperior; and that,
%¢ to oblige itfelf to obey a mafter, would be to rein-
¢ ftate itfelf in the fulnefs of Liberty.”+

# Chap. 18, Book IIf. 4+ Chap. 16, Book III,
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Such was the confequence naturally flowing from  I1X.
the idea of the fovereignty of the people, of the peo- K’"vgi'ﬁ“‘{
ple eflentially fovereign, who to be free muft be their P o
own governors, and who muft retain, notwithftanding
all their oaths, the right of annulling to-day thofe very
laws, which yefterday they fwore to maintain. This
conclufion, however ftrange it may appear, is neverthe-
lefs that in the application of which the Revolutionary
Sophifter particularly exults when he fays, ¢ whenit ,
¢¢ happens therefore that the people eftablifh an hered-
¢ itary government, whether it be Monarchical in fam-
¢ ily, or Ariftocratical in one order of Citizens, i is
¢ 1ot an engagement which they make, but a provifional
¢¢ form given to Adminiftration, until it fhall pleafe the
¢ Sovereign to order otherwife.”* That is to fay, un-
til it fhall pleafe the people to expel their Senate, Par-
liament, or King. ‘ ‘

Let not the reader be aftonifhed at feeing me infift fo
much in thefe memoirs on the expofition of fucha fyf-
tem. The application of the caufes to the effeéts will
‘be more evident when the Hiftorian treats of the alts
of the French Revolution. But fhould he with to
know more particularly, how much our Philofopher of
Geneva influenced the warfare which the Revolution
had kindled againft every throne, let him examine how
this Sophifter applies his principles to Monarchies, and
the leflons that he'teaches to all nations refpeing their
Kings. :

Here again it was Montefquicu who had laid the . X
ground-work, and Jean Jaques raifed the fuperftruc- Mog,ch,
ture. He, walking in the footfteps of his mafter, ad- areal De-
mits the abfolute neceflity of feparating the Legiflative mocracy.
from the Executive Power, but, always more daring
than Montefquieu, he fcarcely leaves to Monarchy its
very name. ¢ I therefore denominate every State a
¢¢ Republic which is regulated by laws, under whatever
« form of adminiflration it may be ; for then only the
¢ public interefts governs, and the affairs of the public
¢« obtain a due regard.—Zo be, Jegitimate, the govern-
¢ ment fhould not be confounded with the Sovereignty,

« but be confidered as its adminiftrator ; and then Mo-
¢ narchy itfelf would be a Republic.”+

Thefe laft words feem to imply, that Jean Jaques re-
cognized at leaft the legitimacy of a King who would

* Clap. 18, Book III, 4+ Chap. 6, and Note to Book II.
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reccive the law from the people, and who, acquielcing

in_their fovercignty, would fubmit to be a fimple ad-

ainiftrator, in a word their ﬂ.wc For, according to

this fyftem, the only free man is he who makes the laws,

and the only flave he who receives them. The people

were to make the law, the King to receive it ; the King
therefore is only the flave of the fovereign people. A

XL On fuch conditions Jean Jaques confents to recognize

To govern aKing in greatempires ; but he teaches the people at the

K::lh':“l'f fame time, that itisowing to their own faults if aKing
poﬂigble. be neceflary in fuch a ftate. They would have learned to

govern themfelves without one if they had refle€ted, that
the greater the endargement of the flate, the more Liberty as
diminifhed ;* that their real intereft would have been to
occupy.a fpace of ground a hundred times lefs extenfive,
in order to become a hundred times more free ; that if
it be difficult fora large ftate to be properly govcmcd, it
is #il]. more fo for it to be well-governed by one man.

Xi. . In fing, whatever ftates thefe may be, we are never
Kings . toforget, according to this Philofopher,- that the whole
mere O’ dignity of thefe men called KiNGs, *. iscertainly no more
the People & than a commiffion, under which, ﬁmply as officers of
may de- <« the fovereign power, they exercife in the name of
pofe. « ‘the Sovereign the power delegated to them, and

¢ which may be limited, mpdified, or recalled at the
¢ will of the Sovereign.”+
Even on thefe condmons, had Jean Jaques fucceeded
accordmg to his wifhes, Kings, though reduced te
- mere Officers or Commiflioners for the Sovereign peo-
ple, would not have had 2 long exiftence. 'This with
is clearly exprefled throughout the whole of his Chapter
on Monarchy.t There he has heaped up every argu-
ment againft Royalty, whether hereditary or ele&ive ;
there, extolling the %uppofcd virtues of the multitude,
he beholds the thrope mvaded by ‘Tyrants, or vicious,
covetous and -ambitious Defpots. - Nor did he fear to
add, that if we were to underftand by KinG him who
governs only for the welfare of bis fubjedts, it would. be
evident that there bad never exifled one firom the commence
ment of the averld. ||
The dite&t confequences of this.. wholc fyftem evi-
dently were, that every nation defirous of preferving
its rights of Liberty and Equality, was in the firft place
to endeavour to govern itlelf w1thgut a King, and to

* Chap. 1, Book III. ., | g . .
1 Chap. 6, Book III.  § Note to ‘Chap. 10, Boek I,
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adopt a2 Republican Conftitution ; 'that_nations who
judged a King neceffary, were cautioufly to preferve
alh the rights of Sovereignty, and never to lofe fight,
in quality of Sovereigns, of their inberent right of de-
pofing the King they had created, of fhivering his fcep-
ter, and of overturning his throne, whenever, and as
eften as they pleafed. Not one of thefe cordequences
ftartled the Philofopher of Geneva. He was obliged
to admit them, left it fhould be objeCted (as he had
done againft Montefquicu) that be fometimes wanted pre-
eifion ! and once more to leave the world a prey to flave-
ry. Had it been objected, that it was precifely among
thofe nations who carried their ideas of Liberty, Equal-
ity, and Sovereignty to the greateft lengths, that the
greateft number of {laves were to be found, he would
have contented himfelf with anfwering, ¢ Such, it is
¢ true, was the fituation of Sparta. But as to you,
¢ people of the prefent day, you have no flaves, buz
¢ are yourfelves enflaved. You purchafe their Liberty
¢ at the expence of your own. Forbear then to exult
¢ ina preference which difcovers, in my opinion, more
¢¢ of indolence than of humanity.”*

It is evident that Roufleau, always more lively and
more daring than his mafter, could not fupprefs any of
the confequences which flowed from the principle laid
down by Mentefquieu. He brands cvery nation, even
the Englifh, with flavery, declaring them all to be flaves
under their Kings. .

To have furpafled his matfter in politics was not fuffi-

65

XIIL
All nations
flaves at
prefeat.

His reli-

cient. Montefquieu is often lax, even infinuates error, gion De-
and, notwithftanding all the culogy he beftows on ifm.

Chriftianity, appears fometimes to facrifice the religious
virtues to politics ; yet he appeared too timid to his
difciples. Jean Jaques, more dogmatic, declares bpen-
ly that he knows of no Religion more deflruitive of the
Jocial [pirit than that of the Gofpel; and he paintsa
true Chriftian as a being always ready to bend his neck
under the yoke of a Cromwell or a Catiline.
Montefquieu had mentioned the Catholic Religion as
particularly adapted to moderate Governments and
Monarchy ; the Proteflant Religion as appropriate to
Republics.+ Jean Jaques will neither allow of the
Catholic nor of the Proteftant Chriftian, and finithes
his fyftem with Bayle’s famous paradox that Montef-

* Chap. 15, Book III. '
+ Spirit of Laws, Chap. 5, Book XXIV.
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. quieu had refuted. He conceived no Religion but De-

ifm to be worthy a Sovereign, equal, and free people ;
and in order to undermine every throne, he banithes
from the ftate every altar where the God of Chriftianity
was adored.}

. This conclufion alone raifed Jean Jaques far above
Montefqmcu in the eyés of the Sophifters. Time was
to decide which of thefe two {yltems fhould bear away
the palm of victory. Let the hiftorian compare the ef-
fe@s of each, obferving: their nature and fucceflive
progrefs of opinion. He will then be lefs furprized at
beholding that fchool triumph which is regardlefs of
51}31: fandtity of the Altar and of the authority of the

rone.

1 See Social Contraéft, Chap. 8, Book IV.

.
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CHAP. 1V.

Fhird Step of the Confpiracy.—The general Effedd of the
Syflems of Montefquieu and Fean Faques.—Convention
of the Sophifiers—The Codlition of their Plots againft
the 1 broney, with their Plots againft the Altar.

pofed, it is eafy to remark, that the refpe&ive au-
ors of thofe Syftems have been biafled in their appli-
cation of the ideas of Liberty and Equality to polity by
the different ftations which they held in life. The
firft, born of that clafs in fociety that is diftinguifhed
by riches and honors, participated lefs of thofe ideas of
Equality which confound every clafs of citizens. Not-
withftanding his great admiration for ancient Republics,
he obferves, that ¢ In every ftate there are always
¢¢ perfons diftinguifhed by their birth, riches, or hon-
4¢ ours ; but were they to be confounded with the com-
¢ mon people, and to have only the weight of a fingle
¢ vote like the reft, the common liberty would be
¢ their flavery, and they would have no intereft in fup-
¢« porting it, as moft of the popular refolutions would
¢ be againft them.”*

It was this {yftem which was at an after-period to
induce the Jacobin Club to ftyle Montefquieu the Fatber
of Ariffecracy ; and it appears that he was led to the
adoption of this idea by the fuppofition that the clafs
of citizens (the parliament) to which he belenged,
would become legiflators ; and thus, enjoying his dif-
tin&tive mark of liberty, would be their own govern
ors, and would never obey any but their own laws.
The care he had taken not to generalize his ideas, ex-~
cepting when treating of the ifland where he had learn.
ed to admire them, {creened him from all cenfure, and
removed any imputation of his wifhing to overturn the
conftitution of his country, in order to introduce that
of another. But fuch a precaution did not reprefs that
defire which he had kindled in the breafts of many of

!N comparing the two Syftems that we have juft ex-
t

his readers, a defire of feeing that conftitution, which -

* Spirit of Laws, Chap. 6, Book XI.
Vol. II. L

67

Why Mon=
tefquieu
aims at Are
iftocracy.



Why his
fyftem is
extolled,
and by
whem.

[ ]
ANTIMONARCHICAL CONSPIRACY.

he fo much extolled, eftablithed in their own country,
a defire alfo of the only laws congenial to liberty, thofe
of a country where each perfon is his own governor.

The French at that period, little accuftomed to po-
litical difcuffions, rather enjoyed the advantages of
their government under the laws of their Monarch,
than cavilled at his authority. They were free under
their laws, nor did they lofe their time in difquifitions
on the poffibility of being fo, though they had not par-
ticipated in the making of them. The novelty of the
fubject irritated the curiofity of a nation with whom
the bare title of Spirit of Laws was fufficient to capti-
vate their fuffrages. Befides, it contained an immenfe
fund of learning ; and in fpite of many witfy reflec~
tions, even bordering on epigram, a ftrong feature of
moderation and candour laid further claim to the public
efteem. The Englifh alfo admired it. Notwithftand-
ing Montefquieu’s referves, it was but natural for them
to extol fo great a genius, whofe chief error lay in ha-
ving believed that theirlaws and their conftitution were
fuflicient to impart liberty to all nations, whatever mighe
be their moral or political pofition on the globe.

The efteem in which a nation, perhaps at that time
its moft worthy rival, had always held Great-Britain,
added much to the high repute of the Spirit of Laws.
It was tranflated into feveral languages ; and it would
have begn a difgrace for a Frenchman not to have been
acquainted with it. I hope the expreflion I am going
to make ufe of will be forgiven; that poifon, that
true fource of the moft democratic of all' revolutions,
infufed itfelf without being perceived. The ground-
work is entirely comprifed in the principle, that Every
man who is fuppofed a free agent ought to be bis own gov-
ernor, which is abfolutely fynonimous with another,
viz. €€ it is in the body of the people that the legiflative
¢¢ power refides.” Thofe members of the ariftocracy
who admired Montefquieu, had not fufficiently weigh-
ed the confequences of this grand axiom. They did
not perceive that the Sophifters of rebellion would one
day only change the terms, when they proclaimed that
the /aw was but the expreffon of the general will, and
hence conclude, that it is a right inherent in the
people or multitude to enact or abrogate all laws ; and
that fhould the people change and overturn every thing:
at pleafure, they would do no more than " exercife a
right. . e
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‘When Montefquieu paffed over thefe confequences, He for-
or rather pretended not to fee them; when, viewing wards De-
the different Monarchies of Europe, he finds himfelf ™"
obliged to confefs that he knew of no people, one ex-
cepted, who exercifed the pretended right of governing
themfelves, and of making their own laws ; when he
adds, that the lefs they exercifed that right, the more
the Monarchy degenerated towards Defpotifm ; when, de-
claring that Liberty was at an end wherever thofe pow-
ers which were generally concentrated in the perfon of
the Sovcreign, were not diftin&, he feems to confole
nations, by ﬂattering them with a greater or fmaller
portion of Liberty, for which they were indebted to
what he calls prejudices, to their love of the Subjeit's,
the State’s, and the Princes glory ;* in what cloud
could he have enveloped himfelf ? After having. laid
down principles which ftigmatize all nations asin a ftate
of flavery, will he pretend to appeafe their minds by
fpeaking of what little Liberty prejudice may have left
them? Are not thefe fome of the woluntary obfcurities
which D’Alembert ftyles innocent artifices ? Or, are we
to join with Jean Jaques in accufing Montefquieu of
not being precife, and being sften obfcure ?

Be this as it may, fuch were Montefquieu’s princi-
ples, that it was impoffible to adopt them either in
France or elfewhere, without inviting thofe awful
tevolutions which, fnatching the moft important branch
of the Royal prerogative from the Monarch, inYeft the
people with his fpoils. After the Spirit of Laws only
one thing was wanting to operate fuch a Revolutions
and that was, a man who, fufficiently daring, would
affert thefe confequences without fear, perhaps even
complacently, becaufe he beheld in them a means of
annihilating all titles or diftinétions, which decorate
ftations of life fuperior to his own. The fon of a poor
artizan, in a2 word Jean Jaques Roufleau, bred ina
watchmaker’s thop, proved to be this daring man. He
grafped the weapons which Montefquicu had forged to
affert the privileges of the multitude, and afcertain the
rights of legiflation and fovercignty in the poor work-
‘man as the former had in the rich man; in the com~
moner as in the nobleman. The whole ariftocracy of
Montefquieu was no more than a fcaffolding for the
Sophifters of rebellion ; and if he ever ufes the word

" # Chap. §, Book XL.
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Ariflecracy as exprefling the beft government, it was
only in its original fignification ; he does not under-
ftand by it the government of the wealthy and noble
clafles, but that of the eff of each, whether rich or
poor, who were to be chofen magiftrates by the peo-
ple; and then in the very ariftocracy he conftitutes the
people Legiflators and Sovereigns.

Monte{quicu believed the Nobility to be neceffary in-
termediates between the King and the People. Jean
Jaques detefted thefe intermediate bodies, and thought
it abfurd that a fovereign people thould ftand in need of
them. Montefquieu parcels out the authority of Kings, -
to adorn the ariftocracy of riches and nobility with one
of its faireft branches. Jean Jaques, pennylefs, thiv-
ers the fcepter of his King, and profcribes the prerog-
ative of nobility or wealth, and to affimulate himfelf to
the Peer or Nobleman he invefts the Sovereignty in the
multitudé. Both foreboded Revolutions ; both taught
nations that they labored under the yoke of flavery,
whatever may have been their proteftations to the con-
trary ; both led nations to believe, that the liberty of
the fubje could never be afcertained until they had
adopted new Conftitutions and new Laws, and had
chofen chiefs, who, more dependent on the people,
would enfure the liberty of the fubje& at the expence
of their own.

Both, in giving their ideas upon Liberty, inftructed
nations in what they ought to do to acquire this fuppo-
fed Liberty. Public opinion, like the two fyftems, was
to be reftrained within certain limits with Montefquieu,
or expand itfelf to any lengths with Jean Jaques, ac-
cording to the ftrength, preponderance or multitude of
difciples which intereft might have enrolled under the
banners of either of thefe modern politicians. Every
refleting perfon could already forefee, that all the reb-
els of Ariftocracy would follow Montefquieu as their
chief, but that all the lower clafles, and all the ene-
mies of Ariftocracy, whether from hatred or jealoufy,
would fight under Jean Jaques.

Such muft have been the natural effe& of thefe two
fyftems according to the progrefs they made in the pub-
lic opinion. This effe&, it is true, might have been
counteralted by opinions ftill predominant among many
nations, whom thefe falfe ideas of Liberty had not mif- -
led fo far, as to make them believe they lived in flavery,
becaufe they were governed by the laws of their Princes.
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All thefe revolutionary principles muft have been
fruitlefs in nations whofe religious tenets teach and or-
dain fubmiffion to their lawful Sovereign, in nations
where the Gofpel was followed and refpeéted, a Gofpel
which equally profcribes injuftice, arbitrary and tyran-
nic power in the Prince, and rebellion in the Subje&,
which, teaching the true worthip of the King of Kings,
does not inftil pride into nations by ftunning them with
the repeated proclamation of their fovereignty.
But the Sophifters of Impiety had undermined the
foundations of the Religion of the Gofpel, and nume-
,tous were their impious adepts. Many had been led
to impiety by their ambition, and by the jealoufy they
had conceived againft thofe who enjoyed diftinétions or
exercifed power, and they foon perceived that by means
of thefe two fyftems, the fame ideas of Liberty and
Equality, which had proved fuch powerful agents againft
Chriftianity, might prevail alfo againtt all political Gov-
ernments.
Till this period, the hatred which the fchool of Vol- The Soph-
taire, or the brethren of D’Alembert, had conceived }“-""“’
. . . pire, and
againft Kings was vague and without any plan. In sdopt the
general, it was a mere thirft after Liberty and Equality, fyftem
or a hatred of all coercive authority. But the neceffity ;é’:““
of acivil government ftifled all their cries. Here they =
were convinced, that to deftroy was not fufficient, and
that in overturning the prefent laws, it was neceflary to
have another code to replace the former.—Their writings
teemed with epigrams againft Kings, but they had not
attacked their rights ; Defpoti{m and Tyranny were re-
prefented in the moft farcaftic light, though they had
not yet declared that every Prince was a Defpot or a
Tyrant. But this was no longer the cafe when thefe
two fyftems had appeared ; Montefquicu taught them
to govern themfelves;  and make their laws in conjunc-
tion with their Kings ; and Jean Jaques perfuades them
to expel all Kings, and to govern and make their laws
themfelves. The Sophifters no longer hefitate, and the
overthrow of every throne is refolved on, as they had
before refolved on the deftruction of every altar. From
that period the two confpiracies are combined and form
but one in the fchool of the Sophifters. It is no longer
the ifolated voice ‘of a Voltaire, or of any particular
adept who, following the explofions of his brain, raifes
“a farcaftic cry againft the authority of Kings ; it is the
combined efforts of the Sophifters leagued in plots of
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rebellion and impiety, aiming all their hatred, their
means, their wifhes and their artifices, at teaching all
nations to deftroy the throne of their Kings, as they
had formerly excited them to overturn the altars of their
God.

Such an accufation is important, itis dire¢t; and the
proofs arc taken from the words of the confpirators
themfelves. It is not only the fimple avowal of the
confpiracy, but the exulting pride of the Sophifter who
glories in his crime. He paints the hypocrify, the
wickednefs, the hideoufnefs of his crime in as glowing
colours as if he had delineated the triumph of genius
and wifdom, in a word of true Philofophy, in the caufe
of the happinefs of mankind. Let us attend, and we
fhall hear them tracing the hiftory of their plots, which
they reprefent as the climax of human underftanding in
Philofophical learning. :

The French Revolution had hurled the unfortunate
Lewis XVI. from his throne, when the moft unrelent.
ing confpirator, that monfter Condorcet, thinks it in-
cumbent on him to celebrate the glory of Philofophifm,
and trace the progefs of this fiend which had kindled
the torch of difcord and had reared the Republic on
crime, blood-fhed, and the ruins of the throne. Left
the fchool whence thefe horrid deeds had iffued, fhould
not be known, he defcribes it from its origin, and hifto-
rifies all the monfters of iniquity and rebellion which
each century had produced. He then defcends to the
new Republican %ra. That hiftory may carefully weigh
his evidence and appreciate his avowal, his words fhall
fuffer no alteration : without interruption from us he
may extol his fchool and its pretended benefactions.
He fuppofes us at the middle of this century, confiders
his reader as arrived at that period when the delirium of
fuperftition is difpelled by the firft rays of modern Phi-
lofophy. Then it is that he developes the following plot
as the hiftory and triumph of his falfe Philofophy.

¢ There was a clafs of men which foon formed itfelf in
¢¢ Europe with a view not fo much to difcover and make
¢ deep refearch after truth as to diffufe it : whofe chief
¢« obje€t was to attack prejudices in the very afylums
¢ where the Clergy, the Schools, the Governments,
¢ and the ancient Corporations had' received and pro-
¢¢ tected them ; and made their glory to confift rather
¢ in deftroying popular error than in extending the
* limits of fcience : this, though an indire@ method
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¢« of forwarding its progrefs, was not on that account
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either lefs dangerous or lefs ufeful.

¢ In England Collins and Bolingbroke, in France
Bayle, Fontenelle, Voltaire, Montefquieu, and zhe
Jehools formed by thefe men, combated in favour of
truth.  They alternately employed all the arms with
which learning and Philofophy, with which wit and
the talent of writing could furnith reafon. Affuming
every tone, taking every fbape, from the ludicrous to
the pathetic, from the moft learned and extenfive
compilation to the Novel or the petty Pamphlet of
the day, covering truth with a veil, which, fparing
the eye that was too weak, incited the reader by the
pleafure of furmifing ity infidioufly carefling prejudice
in order to firike it with more certainty and effe&t 3
feldom menacing more than one at a time, and that
only in part ; fometimes flattering the enemies of
reafon by feeming to afk but for a half toleration in Religion
or a half Liberty in polity ; refpeiting Defpotifm awhen
they impugned veligious abfurdities, and Religion when
they attacked tyranny ; combating thefe two pefis in their
very principles, though apparently inveighing againft ri
diculous and difgufling abufes ; firiking at the root of thofe
peftiferous trees, whilf} they appeared only 1o wifb ts lop
the flraggling branches ; at one time marking out fuperfii-
tiony which covers defpotifm with its impenetrable fbield,
2o the friends of Liberty, asthe firft viflim which they
are to immolate, the firft link to be cleft afunder ; at anoth-
er denouncing it to Defpots as the real enemy of their pow-
er and frightening them with its hypocritical plots
and fanguinary rage; but indefatigable when they
claimed the independence of Reafon and the Liberty of the
Prefs as the right and fafeguard of mankind ; inveigh-
ing with enthufiaftic energy againft the crimes of
Fanaticifm and Tyranny; reprobating every thing
which bore the charaler of oppreflion, harfhnefs, or
barbarity, whether in Religion, Adminiftration,
Morals or Laws; commanding Kings, Warriors,

Priefts and Magiftrates in the name of nature to fpare

the blood of men ; reproaching them in the moft
energetic ftrain with that which their policy or in<
difference prodigally lavifhed on the fcaffold or in the
field of battle ; in fine, adopting reafon, toleration,
and humanity as their fignal and watch-word.

¢ Such was the Modern Philofophy, fo much detef-
ted by thofe numerous clafles whofe very exiftence
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« were drawn from prejudices—Its chiefs had the art
¢ of efcaping vengeance, though expofed to hatred ;
s¢ of hiding themfelves from perfecution, though fufficiently
<< confpicuous to lofe nothing of their glory.*

Had rebellion, impiety, and revolt withedto tracetheir
means and afcertain their obje&, could they have made
a better choice than the pen of Condorcet to delineate
the alors, defcribe their deteftable plots, and fix the
epoch of their double confpiracy, which, firft aiming
at the altar, is afterward direted and purfued with
fury againft all Kings and Rulers of nations. How
could their means and plots have been rendered more
manifeft ? How could the hero of the plot, or the adept
moft intimately initiated in the myfteries of the confpi-
racy, have more evidently pointed out the obje&, the
double tendency of the Sophifticated fchool ; or fhown
in a clearer light the with of deftroying the throne
fpringing from the league which they had formed
againft the altar?

Let the hiftorian feize on this avowal or rather on
this eulogy of plots. He will find concentrated and
flowing from Condorcet’s pen, every thing that the
moft daring and the deepeft initiated confpirator could
have let fall, to chara&erize the moft authenticated and
moft univerfal confpiracy planned by thofe men 