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INTROBUCT § ON

This essay is the third chapter of La Parti Anti-Revolutionaire et Con-
fessionnel dans i'Egfise Reformee des Pa\vs bas, a book written by Nr.
Guillaume Groen vean Prinsterer in 1860,

In it.he defends his views and actions with regard to his public
activities in the Wetherlands, from accusations made by a Walloon minister
in the Hague, Rev, Trottet,

Born in 1801, Groen grew up in a milieu where iibersi ldeas were
prominent, During his stay in Brussels in the Belgian Revelt he was con-
verted to Orthodox Christianity. From this time on he sees with in-
“treasing clarlty the inroazds which the spirit of the Enlightenment had
made on the thinking and practice of his age and raises his voice as a
witness against it, As a confessor of the gospel he begins the struggle
anainst the forces of unbelief, His voice persistently urged the people
to return to the Law and the Gospei In 2!l domains of life, Nothing may
be withdrawn from subjection to the suthority of God's Word,

Couragecusiy and with undivided heart he made his voice known in par-
{iament in the face of an overwhelming opposition, testifying that only a
return to the Gospel can be the cure of humanity®s ills. We must again llve
out of faith in God®s Word and not out of the princinle of unbetief,

Therefore, Groen feught for the Christian school, for he had noticed
that unbeltef was swiftly infiltrating the educationzl system.

Therefore, he took part In reform-actions in the church, for he had seen
that unbeiief in the form of modernism had made its way into the pulplt.

He studied history, for it had become clear to him that unbelief falsi=-
fied the presentation of history.

He entered the political arena, since here too he detected the influence
of the principle of unbelief,

Groen wrote to awaken the peoplie and to make them see what was at stake.
He published a paper, wrote many pamphlets and a number of books.

In 1847 Groen had published his Ongeloof en Revolutie to show the inner
relationship between unbeiief and Revoiution.

However, despite his publications, parliamentary speeches and other
activities, he wes often misunderstood, Even those of like spirit did not
understand him. And those who did not have the szme fzith as Grpen often
misrepresented his views and asctions, blased as they were by their liberal
ideas,

in 1860 an article appeared in 2 Swiss paper written by a Walloon min-

ister in the Hague. In this article the Confessicnal Party of Groen Is
accused of de-christianizing the public schools and the whole sphere of
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public life by Its constznt demand for positive christian education,

The reaction of unbelief was said to be but the result of iis narrow-
mindedness, intolerance, outmoded viewpoint, the wa2y in which it cenducted
its opposition znd its confusion of politics and religion,

Then Groen took un his pen and published La Parti Anti-Revolutionaire
et Confessionnel to inform his friends In Switzerland, France and other
countries about his position and to correct this misrepresentation,

Groen wrote in reply: "The true source of our weakness and misfortunes,
the principal couse of the triumph of indifference and unbelief Is to he
found in the influence of the individuslistic views which, &s a curious and
sad mixture of christian Taith with the spirit and dectrines of the Revo-
lution, aim at the dissolution of the religious and pelitical Institutions
znd interrunt the natural and historical development of society in its
divine coherence." |)

This Is the note which rings through the whole book and is Groen's
main contention.

The situation in the English-speaking world todey Is strikingly similar
to that in which Groen lived, Of course, historiczl, national and culturzl
differences are to be found. But the decisions and solutions of our day
also issue out of the principle of unbelief.

The issues in the field of economics, social relztionships, and politics
are deided on the basis of reason, without asking for the relevance of
Scripture. As christians we may not be satisfied with this,

Therefore, we thought it well to translzte the most important chapter
of Groen's La Parti Anti-Revolutionzire et Coniessionnel, so that we all
may increzsingly tecome aware of whatl it means to be a christian, alsc In
public life; so that we may =lso learn to discern the spirits, whether they
are of Gody so that Christianity may raise its witness for King Jesus in
all spheres of |ife.

Groen did not harvest a great success. Agzin and again he had to cope
with great disappointments. Throughcout his lifetime he stood virtually alone,
And even at his grave one of his friends testified: 'Groen van Prinsterer
w=s the last representative of an age which belongs to an irrevocable past.!

Yet Groen's courage never abated, He did not look 2t the results, but
humbly and trustingly obeyed his God, who gave him the strength and joy to
persist in his witness.

After his death the fruit of what he had sown was hasrvested. God gives

Ly

the incresse ...s in His own good time,

I) La Parti Anti=Revolutionaire et Confessionnel, page 9.




A word yet about this chepter and its place in the original unit.

The chapter preceding it deals with the character end aim of the Con-
fessional Party in its Dutch setting. The cne following it treats of the
action carried on by the Confessional Party in Parlizment,

Our chapter deals with the Anti-Revoluticnary principle, in its relz-
tion to the Gospel. Each chapter is guite 2n independent unit and so we
thought it quite legitimate to translate this chapter and present it as an
independent whole.

Mr, A Huls, Secretfary
(030 "all Street, S.E.
Grand Rapids, Michigan



The anti-revoluticonary Principle

What is the revolution? = Its history - sophism promoting
anarchy - evidence (testimony) from past and present - |essons
from contemporary history - anti-revolutionary writers of our
day - the anti-revolutionary principle is nothing but the Christ=-
ian principle -~ ultramonianism uable to combat the revolution
successfully = the reformztion zlone zble to conquer (ove-come)
the revolution by remaining faithful to the Gospel and thus lzy=-
ing clzim to the formatiicn of modern ideas - fz2lse conservatism -
conservation znd progress

I WHAT 1S THE REVCLUT[CN

The accusztion, coming from the side of Christian friends, may (well)
zstonish us. The anti—revulution“ry party, they say, harms both religicn
and politics, because it obstinstely confuses that which ought to remain
distinct and separated, “GWﬂves how cgn they, fervently attached to the
evangelical beliefs, forget that the splrit ruling at the time In which
we still live, hed its root 2nd orfgin in the disdsin for revealed truth,
or that the overthrow of the religious, political and social arders =
not @ passing chenge, but @ stste, & revoluticnary situation: 1the per—
manent Revolytion - has been znd remains the inevitzble conseguence of the
denial of man's denendence cn the God of nature, history, and the Gusngﬂg}
Wioreover, WOW cz=n they lcsgeL th_“”TTTﬁﬁFWT*ﬁﬂﬂf]:rel evit, it is not
sufficient to 2ttack the symptoms, but that the germ must be removed?
Systematic unbelief hzs no aﬂi!doLz but faith. The anti~revolutionary
princigle, therefore, is nothing but the Christian, profestent princinle,
the princinle Of Ine weformations the only one which, in the nsme of re—-
velation and of history, c:zn successfully combat an anti-religious, anti-
soclal principle, and thus realize (through the Gospel) whatever is true
and salutary in the unatisinable ideals of the Wevolution for the benefit
of state and church.

\_IL’

The simplest way to reveal the nature and full significance of the
anti-revolutionary principle, therefore, is to ask: "What Is the levolu-
tion? Eor “y tearning to know it, one will be zble te conclude from its
physiognomy, the distinctive traits of the princinle which combats it.

It has been sazid recently, not without truth:

"The historical sciences seem czlled to renlace the sbsiract

scholarly philosophy for the solution og the proilems which in

our day precccupy the human mind. The histery of the human

mind, The history of the human mind is the real philosophy

nf our times. Every gquestion today degener-tes of necessily

into a historic debate; every exposition of principles becomes
a "history cuoursaet', *=ach one of us hut what he is by virtue
of the historijcal system, which he embrzces.”

hus "r. Eugene Renan expressed it, | da pot hesitate 1o make even
phrase nmy own, because for him the christian feith was only one

i
the last
stem smong sll different systems &nd |, too, therefere, am but what
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| am
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g
o the historical system tc which | atlhere, hsving zccepted
of the Scriptures to a living God., It is to history, In its
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Christian sense, that | have constantly appeszled in order to characterize
the revolution - pnot to force it after preconceived opinions into an arbl-
trary framework, but to indicate, and cause to be recognized in the actual
events, the manlifestaticn and reflection of the dominant ideas, which are
but facts of an immaterial, hlgher order, under whose rule the course of
avents znd the fate of the nztions are Prczzrzd end developed. Brought
back to its actual source, the revoiuticn is a unique znd even important
historical fzct, namely: the conguest of the minds by the doctrine of man's
zbsolute sovereignty which, By putting reason and the humen will in the
Ll sce of revelation =and the divige lew, makes him the scurce gpd centre of
511 truth., The Revclution is the story of the irreligious philoscphy of
Lha past century; it 1s (in source and exposition) the ducirine which,
having developed freely, destroys church and state, society and fzmi[y,
causes disorder without ever founding libar?y or re—esteblishing the morezl
order, and, with respect to religlon, will inevitsble lead its loyel sup=
purters to atheism and despzir. The AnfT:fGVLIJulﬁn zry principle Is ex-
zctly the conirary of the re.clution; it is the Gospel znd History which
resist snarchy in the name of religion, justice, progress, and liberty,
I¥ even smong several| of our friends there still exist misconceptions in
this respect, if | am suspected of desiring an cutdated, narrow conserva-
tism, it Is not because | did not express myself ofien enough without beat-
ing around the bush. Thirty yesrs age | celled attention to the revolu-~
tionary endeavor., Strictly personal circumstances enzbled me {o perceive
the Key to the anarchy of the spirits and the endless reversals of our times,
right threugh the stupefying atmosphere of a2 deceptive leveralism. That
was back iIn 1B29, A revolutionary crisis wazs imminent, both In France and
the Netherlands. As King William the First's czbinet secretary | saw the
storm gather; | was present at the belliberations in the Estztes General which
became progressively more violint; | read, nay devoured, newspapers and
pamshlets; and witnessed the fierce struggle in the press, The growing
dangers tc my country impressed me deeply, and, reslizing that danger, |
wished to take part in the struggle. Worried about the course eof events,
worried especially zbout the csimness snd indecision of the government and
the indelence ef the 2utch public which cannot be zroused but with great
difflculty, | edited, without hiding the fact from the King and ready t»
srcrifice for it the =2dvantages of my sccial position, some sort of political
newspaper - soon the opposition paper.— wherein | tried to draw the atten-
tion of my fellow ceountrymen to the nature of the complications.of which we
were the witnesses and victims. Thus | wzs unconscicusly led to reflect on
the princizcal couses of the general disorder, To me the European sjituation
seems to be the result of felse doctrines, the consequence of and punishment
for the disrespect for the essential laws of humanity =nd the systematic
gverthrow of the socizl order; the fruit of the Revolution, in the most com-
prehensive and most exact use of the word.

| THE HISTORY CF THE REVOLUT ION

In 1831 my convictions zhout the peculiar charzcter of our age stood
firm, | tried at the time to combine them into 2 survoy of the history since
1789, s presentation which | shewed zs the przctical epplication of an un-
believing philosophy, as the revelutionary theory in ac tiun'

This is approximately how, glancing | Zrc on & palf-century deplorahle
fertile with agitations and diszsters, | tried to poirt cut the 'conducting-
wire! through this labyrinth,

£

The principle of the Revolution js the idolatrous cult of humanity; man

2
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recognizing ne sovereign tut himself, no lighl but his own rezson, no | 2w
but his will, worshipping himself whtlr dethroning Sod, Oestruction of all
social ties, universal licence, an unheard of stzte of affsirs which lezds
of necessiﬁy, by way of intermediate religious 'systems' to the final [imits
of doubt and, in politics, to the dissolution of sociely.

But there arise in man, becsuse of his nature, demands which his erraors
and caprices are unable to shatter, He needs a God znd finds refuge in
deism; he has tc live with his equals (fellow-men) and creates (for) him-
Self an artificial societ” wherein he attempts 10 real1ze e Tinal Utopia

6 *He modern "stImtsrechil, fousseay's Contrat Socizl |).

That, from a revelutionary viewpoint, is the oniy legitimate society.
Fr m *he concourse of Individual wishes is born the general will by the
vote of the numerical majority. Every government, as the pecple's pleni-
potentiary, is responsible for the execution of he mendate, Limitless
equality and liverty, universal democracy and fraternity - these constitute
from now on, under all possible conditions, the code and ldezl in political
matiers. '

l

An agmirzble regime, provided that man is st the szme time also freed
from his passions and vices! Thus Rousseau who, Ia spite of the doubts
which his own history and cecnfessions should have caused to rise In him,
nersisted in taking the nstive ncodness of man 2s his starting-paint, wrote
(with more truth than he apparently realizedl),

m{f there existed a nation of gods, it would govern It
democraticallys such a perfect form of gevernment does not

Elsewhere he expnresses himself as follows,

"This is the grezt problem fo be solved in politics: to _find. .
a form of JD?”FWMEPt_uhiQ_ places the Law above mgn. If such a
form 1s nowhere to be found, (snd | frank!ly sdmit that | belleve
so) | advise that we go to Lhe other extreme, plzcing one man &s
far ‘as pollible avdove the Law and cnnscgueu+{; establishing a des-
potism arbitrary to the highest degree, I1¥ only this despot were
a2 God. In a word, | see no middle course between the most austere
democracy and the most perfect Hobbism 2). For the conflict bet-
ween men and laws which throws the state into constant civil war,

the worst of all political stsztes of affal

The natural course of this impious and fatal dactrine of which the elo-
quent sephist, in spite of repeated temptations to recant, was the most
fervent apostle, could not have heen rendered more zdegquately. Yes, withe=

out 2 doubt, a |law hzs to be found which is above mang
which man h=s no de, But it is that Iew revez |ed
Rzve abolished]! That is why, having creat

omnium contra omnes,™ you yourself come to prcﬁlrim
your sublime efforts, you have no guarantee zg=inst @
arbitrariness and force,

z law, therefore,
and divine, which you
and snarchy, "bellum

hat, a#s = result of
social cztaclysm but

\‘.'|m
i

This confession is propheticy; It

is the abridged history of the re-
volution., It is the beam of |light which ¢l

early revecls the cause of its

1) 1762 - wherein Rousseau replz
ereignty of the peocpole and 3=
of majority of votes.

2} Hohbes - 15881679 - English political philosopheradvocate of despotism
(cf. Leviathan).

ces sovereignty of the monarch by sov-
crifices individual leverty to the tyranny

=
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miscz| uiations and disasters. Thesez are the paturzl fruits of the revo-
fution. ts apparent tr|;1L1 is but the perpetual denial of her fallacious
gromises. ts development has been logical ang it has encountered opposi-
tions only in its own circle.

‘hat =ctually has happened? How did the battle start? 0id pepnle be-

|
lieve that the principle of the revolution ought to be combetted? "o the
contrary, Men vied with ezch other in paying homage to the docirine in
which men expected to szlute the dawning of 2 new and bezutiful day. It
was not until all the public znd privatie r:vh. seemed 1o be endangered in
France and Euruwe that the conflict azrose between self-interest and con-
viction, Getween ardent fidelity end !nc;n:cfueni moderation, As soon as

it beceme a maiter of rea|izinu fhese qwurnl*‘|v- ideas, fhe discoreg men—
ifested jtself. For

_____,_____,_.......—-——-..

cTear up the ohstzcl

szer all 2 foolish sgtisfeciion with ghosts does not
s which nature, aLrLuLcr Jhun man, presentis %o those

)

who fail to appreciate her. Repidly they foupnd themsely at the brink of
ithe yswning sbyss. Those amoeng the r’“LIL_IbncFIL who were not carried
away by blind zeal or selzed by mental at leest stopped and
refused ite sdvance; tine higher the E;fej, LPL more frantlc the desperate
resistance became. flere 2gain, yes, especially here, excessive tyranny
praoceeds from excessive |iberty. Agreeing about the theory, they yet de-
bzte zbout the mode, the degree, and fitness of the przciical application,
Thence we hsve constant oscillations between liberty which, knowing no
beundary, is but licence, and |ew which, having no moral besis, is hbut
despotism, Eesch time wor b y snew, but it is zlways a civil war

a
cetween the revolutionaries thems~Ives, in the very clrcle of the revol-
ution,

The revolutions of |78¢, 1793 and 1830 are but different phases of z
single phenomenan, dlfferent acis of the s=me drama, "revolutions within

the Revolution.! |)

Shuddering 2t the remembrznce, first of the Reign of Terror znd
Jacobine propagsnda, next of the violence end conguests of the Empire,
seople helieved that they could, by so-czlled wise cencessions of a2 mo—
derated liberslism, prevent the return of those dre-dful disaster. Corol-
[aries were taken for excesses. Passionzte exaggerztien and 3 criminal

neglect of a salutary princigle were seen in the verious herrors and cale-
mities which were bux the consecuences of a2 fetel zrinciple that now is pro-
pelled, now is arrested in tis charszcteristic development. Every concession
wzs hut a settlement; any s0licy bzsed on moderation znd the theory of the
golden mean, far from ending the vielent revelution, but prepared its return
and accelerzted its merch,

Sometimes, tired of the modernte systems, ﬁ“U“IF imsgined that they
could end the Revolution with & resistance which boeldly s=crificed the in-
terests of {iberty to the demends of order, Whet happened then? By the
slackening of its prce, its force was doubled, just zs & dam - let us ima=-
gine the impossiole - bullt =cross a river, would render the current, by

its very resistence, irresisteble, znd would infallicle succumb to the
growing force of the reging water. They feed the evil which they would
extinouish. "The spirit of resction fens the spirit of the revolution," 2,

e

What is the frue remedy in such & stzle
i

of effeirs? We must get at the
root of the evil {'We must attack the evil %

he root'). We must renounce

1) Fievee

2) Gulzot
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completely this indep ELJGHT sub jectivism which, taking into sccount neither
God's soverelg gnty nor men's frailty and fall, undermines the foundation of
&TTTruth 2nd Is ever demolishing without ever being able to bulld (up). Vie
MUST again selze upon the unchengerble truths, so long gone unappreciated,
submit ourselves to the Divine suthority, and return to the Christian prin-
ciple.

Let us not be deceived by appearances. It is not a metter of material
or national interest, nor of forms of government, nor of the differences be-
tween the spirit of conservation and the spirit of progress. |t Is a matter
of (either) resisting or obeying the God of the Gospels, the living God, Ab-
jure human pride, which recognizes no sovereignty but Its own, (which) makes
z religion and 2 society, after its own image, which obstinstely attempts 1o
destroy everything which it h=s not itself crested or sanctioned; repudiate
anarchistic sophisms, and you shall stand cnce more on the firm ground of his-
tory and reality.

i
n
a

But was there, then, no motive for the French revolution - better yet:
for the European revolution? Wes it necessary to perpetuate institutions
alrezdy crumblingy 1o cling superstitiously to the forms and remnants of the
feudai system; to resign cneself to all sorts of arbitrariness and, with

ssive indefference, submit to al!l the phmces of decedence” Certainly not;
far the situaticn in France and Eurcpe czlled joudly for reform. Cut this
¢T¥uation did not make the oprosite of reform desirable, nor even unevitable;
a revoltuion in the fundzmentzl ideas of the socizl order, an antisreligious
revolution, overthrowing, in their so~-c=lled crus~de agzinst zbuse, the most
useful institutions, denying, under the pretence of dealing with prejudices,
the most sacred principles,

Must we then rencunce the hopes af 1789% Must we systemstically disap-
prove of |lberty, eguality, fraternity, taler:'ce hu**-ity and progress?
Is there no truth at all In these jdeas? 't_A_Lic be absurd to suppose sg,
They (ise. these expectztions) represent, to z certain extent, the noblast
a5piTations ang _legitimeie desires Of 1ne Nume ;Lsri- Fut, to ensure our
happiness, It does nol suffice widely tu distritute bes L.|ful maxims, di-
vorced from that supreme truth which zlone can ren'er them effective, The
HQevolution which oroclzims them, makes them sterile, or, to be more exact,
degener=tes them. As branches hewn from the -qhnﬂailf—l tree (the tree nf
Jcrlplure), these idess polsoned by The FevATuTInNRry aaps, oring forth
fGthing but fe=dly fruits. Serving (a3 it does) an ant|- hristian philosophy,
ihis cyre ol Tures (panzcea), instead of dispelling the disezse, oniy aggra-
vates It. Yorruptic optimi pessime,

The mighty (grand) Idess of 1789, so passionately embraccd, which,
through their contrast with such nerrowmindedness end immorellity, gave that
sadly memor:zble time an zppearance of disinterestedness znd grandeur, those
ideas of 1789, irreprozchable in themselves 2nd in -ccordance with the source
from which all truth sroceeds, were, however, in their zlliance to the un-
belief rullng the minds, to become fatal. They were, precisely bocause of
their relztive goodness, to Ignite & fanaticism which =ssumed the right to
annihilate everything in arder to arrive at the realization of her sublime
concepts. Having brought forth the crimes of the Terror, by pursuit of chi-
merical projects, even with atrocious means, this “lo 'dy obstination wss 1o
he followed eventually by Donaparte's arbitrary regime,

at "-hn

| ‘heve tried to polnt out the identity of ihs
|83 1

evolutlonary princigle
- z

gehind all forms of government from a9 4g ynd the instebility af ahy
power that seeks, maxims, 2 basis (point dvappuy) for attacking it.

a0
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From 1736 to 1795 the Wevolution developsy from [795 to 1814 she reacts
against herself - the Empore is the giohest expression af this, just as the
Terror is the zenith of the revolution. 'he Revolution was scarcely more than
a change of persons, profiting an emanipated liberalism, a return of the for-
mer dynasty to continue the work of |709; the government of the Bourbons cal-
led - for good or evil - fto rule with (the) revolutionary institutions accord-
ing to the liberzl system, ascording tv the word of Napoleaon:

"I am the bookmark at the page where the revolution stopped; .
when | all be no more, it (the Revolution) shall turn aver the
leaf ( e) and march op.!

The comstitution, interpreted in the liberz| sense, wgs still, just as in the
Empire, the republic, the centrzllzed democracy, soverelgnty of the people, ..
under parliamenizry forms sbslished by Napolean, which they, in goaod faith,
wanted to vivify. (The) Liberalism hed but to draw the |Bgical consedquences
of the constituticn thus considered to effacer the threne or upset it.

fle hzve seen, [ s=id In [82l, it perform a comedy of 15 yezrs! duration
and arrive at a %‘ragic denouement (conclusion). The monarchy of 1830 resumes,
under circumstances still more difficult, the work of resistence rudely in-
terrupted. ‘he king-elect, the 'rol citoyen' (citizen King), the monarchy
surrounded by resublican institutions, the unre CC|HI?”“ right of the Bourhens
to the thtrone, the legal oppositisn which changes its cher=acier and has upset
the esteblished erder - everything zids in declaring the origin of the new
qovernment illegal. Casimir-Ferier |) finds the secret of his strength in 2
wholesume fear of rr'icalisw; the more order shail be epparently consulidated,
the nore the impetuosity of the extreme party, invinable through Its syllogism
shall make the crisis & fall inevitable,

i

Finally have pointed out a nowerless Euyrop burdened by a disesz
Finally | | ‘ ted out a powerless Euyrope, burdened | lisezse

whose source was France, which adopted the principle, yet recoiled from the
frightful manifestations of practice, applauding the viz media which seemed

to reconcile (self) Interests snd faith(belief) and wcs doomed, as a Freward
for its cooperation with revolutionary France, to submit alternatively to
armed propaganda znd feel the sword of the conqueror,

The Revolution (not z peculiarly French, @ peculiarly Gslllc fzct, as
li. Eugene Renan 2) thinds, but the mest universal fact in the modern world),
has created for France, in splte of common principles end tcnﬂ?ncies, a
situstion fatally hustilh to the other powers - for thiz one reaso thzt
the movement which arose there and immediately revealed its cjgrcr3|v- and
destructive chzracter, frunﬁ Edrope to guard itself agazinst such terribie
atiacks.

Such secmed to me the results of the first practical demonstration of
the philisophy of the past century.
P . B

1) Casimir-Per'e = |812-1897 -~ P, M, under Louis Phillippe - fighter of
(ASurrection and plot, '
2) Ernest Renan ~ [823-1892 = Prof. Semitic lznguages at Parijs,

P
Influenced by German "h]iasay“ he brode with all
beliefs in a reveasled truth, znd cecame s deter-
minist,



R SOFHISMS PROMOTING ANARCHY

In 1847 | dealtl wi
title of which exprescet
seed; revofuticn, the f

h the same subject in more detzil, in a work, the
I my opinion, Unbeilef and Revolution. Unbelief, the

A2

Where do the beautiful guarantees, which the reveolution makes for the
hapniness of the human race, lead te? To a majority rule, obtained by various
means; to the rule of force., What will eventrally bzcome of the promises of
liberty? Legal, untimited servitude. They will lead to that which is most
dangerous to all |iberty, absolutism, state omnipotence; tu a central power,
which will render all colle€¢tive or Indlvidual resistznce impossible and hides
or denies a2ll injustices and tyrznny under the veil of promoting public wel-
fare, Under the MAncien Regime" adminisirative contralizaticn existed in
France, but the Revolutien, while zdzpting its forms, gave it 8 toially

o

different charscter. 1'% Is no longer =z guestion of poljtical method, but of

social principle, Any-government, whatsoever, perscnal or parliameniary, is

the form in ""'.ic"l the state, thez voters, the sovefeign people, the general
will, the orgenized assemily of individual wishes, is concentrated, The

saying: '"L'etat, clest Moi" (the stote, that is 1), acquires a much more
alarming scope than was formerly thought possible, The government is the state,
and the stzte Is the realized social contrect. The clauses thereof naturally
"are reduced to one st-tement, namely, the complete union of each associate,
with all his rights, tc the whole community. The cener=l will is alwsys

right. Wheoever refuses to obey the general will, is compelled by the whole

group, which means simply that he shall be forced to be free”(Rousseau).

he [iberty consists of being forced to do that whlch one does not wsht to
do, because the law requires cne to be willing. There zre no righis zgainst
this right, The state is sovereign, aznd the will oi him who represents the
state, & will that is soverelgn in all spheres including even the spheres of
the family and of the conscience, bresks down all resistznce by the unity of
his caprices

"The sovereigniy of the people has two sides, In its for-
maticn it elevates all individusls by malking them memhers of the
sovereign peole, In its application it cruses znd destroys them,
Ma one can zssert his right if thatl eopposes the right proceding
from all." (De Gaspsrin).

The regime of likerty is, in its revolutiaonary simplicity, the legzl organi-
zeticn of the most perfect tyranny.

Against such & public and legzlized
and the Divine Right.

arder we need "Legitimacy", (legitimite),

nd most incontestible sense: There are
e, legitimste, which, resorting under the
recuﬂll;_a’, never :".‘E‘ be changed er be
) is the pringiple of legitimacy in itis

Legitimecy, in its broades
certain metters, sacred, inviolz
proteciion of justice universal
abandoned by any human power,
fighest universality.

—|_c1r+

There exists no universally recounized; there is nothing sacred, In-
viclzBle, legitimate; all laws can be changed by the will @t the sovereign,
afi e sovereign is thst which is most powerful; all rights may be sacri-
ficed to the common good 2nd the common good is that which we please to. call
such, That Is the arinciple of Illegitimacy in all its gigantic grandeur.
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The Divine Rioghts not like the theocrzcy of the Jews, or in the absurd
sense of the Strarts, or according to the servile sutmission of Habbes, or
after the interpretation of Bunaparte; but the Divine Right, as until the
beginning of the revcluticn it hes been recognized as the basis of zll gov-
ernment, republican or monarchistic, @s it only can be the true foundation
of all ricghts and 2| liberties,

"All true legisletion comes from God, the eternal principle of 1
prder znd power in the society of intelligent beings, Depzrt from
this, and | only see arbitrarily derived wishes znd the degrading
tyrenny of force; | only see men who insclently exercise poser over
other men, | only see s|aves znd tyrants, This all social truths
evolve from this first and great truth, that a2ll power is derijved
from God," 1)

-

A choice is inevitable, Deny this fundesmentzl truth and you zre forced
to explain, by purely humzn conventions, the source (! don't ssy of the gov-
ernment powers, (me:htsbevoegdheden) history furnishes encugh axamples of
that), but also the notion of power [tself, Ve must choose between the sov-
ereignty of man and that of God, You do not want the severeionty by the grace
af Gods vou are left with rationalism. Without the Uivine Right, no real
uthority, no royalty, no parliamentary government, no republicy nothing is
ilditﬂtﬂl by those nzmes but 2 reyolutionary situation, wherein the power
maintzins or dethrones this or that party, which 2t the time is in cower,

There is no other alternative, You will meet anharchy and servitude by
applying the Sociz| Coniract, or you will find the source of all rights and
5 -

Z
| iverties in the zbsolute, salutary authority of God again.

v EVIDENCE FROM PAST AND FRESZNT

| have often been vigorously accused of attacKing, with little respect,
the generzlly accested opinions, an 2ttack which wzs thought strange and
presemptuous. But, | znswered, it cencerns major truths here, with regard
to which the yery nature of faitih excludes the possibility of hesitation or
doubt. Besides, | allowed 2 host of witnesses 1o spead in order to condemn
the ravolutionary principle.

Among the ancients, subjectivism hzd no defending, excect those without
any recommendation, the sophists. Hely Writ and the Reformation, too, denied
ity and, zven though its triumph in the |8th century was made possikle by an
ever dutrcssing faith, It met, even then, with antagenisis among the fore-
most men., Citing contemporary authorities | employed the historical "ecole'
of Newbuhr 2) and Savigny 3), | revealed the many instructive and admirable

) Lamennals.

2) B, J. lliebuhr - |776-1834, Germen historian, violently oppo
moicrn ideas about church and stzte, "I!“Iun and nolitice
out the fall nothing is explained, with the fall everythi:

F.K.
3) vgn Savigny - [779-1861. German jurist, founder of historical "schoo|"
" in the Tjurlsprudence." According to him justice is bzsed on history.
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things, in spite of "ultramentsines® idess, in the writings of de Benzld I),
de Mzistre 2) and no less perhaps in the writings of de Lamennzis 3}, al-
though they were zlready a prelude to his Cu“llﬁLE apostacy. | especially
tried to fustfr an apprecjation in that rema : ook so little.read, yet

iely demounced, Mr. de Haller's 4) On the potitical Restaurztion, The

so widely
negative side, i.e., the refutztion of Ilberalism, struck me. In this purely
histerical ".Lq;+rsn the autnor shows how fhc right of hereditary, personal
royalty ls attacked znd corrupted (densture) by the thearies of a republican
form of Lc'ernm_“i, how lster this revolut lGﬂ“l‘ crincirle takes possession
of this error, in order to make of it the soclal doctrine of the sovercignty of
the “ea“fe and universz] democracy, and {how) finslly all the rights and liber-
ties disappear in the absclutism and omnirotence of the sovereign stste. Just
z |
Li

a8 Lr. Ancillon 5), a writer used to c‘gressing Nimself very modestly, | found
Mr. Haller sdmirable “when he in a forceful, destructive manner criticizes the
errors and dangerous doctrines of the soci=zl contrzct and the suverergnty of
the pecple,” Suspected, as | was, of the similzf sym-athies, | wes.happy to
cite also (even prefer;b[e) the most outsroken adverssries of the PVu{dtIDH"
ary tendencies - the greatect English statecsmen. With joy | called attention
T

tc the perseverznce cf Yim, Pett and his followers In cembatting tne Jacohine

system, in its most varied zppesrances, | tried tc show the contract between
their loyalty to the essentizl, cons ervative principles and the cenduct of the
new Whijc so disloya]l to the noble traditicns of 1658; who so ardently pro-

claim the maexims subverting all social order,

"England has seen them protect, in the nome of |lberty, imperial
despotism; she has seen them brezk ocut in viclent denunciation of war,
when the war was obviously @ national necessity; attack fiercely, con-

demned without distinction, made false .:SU.”Lifﬂo, ever dominated and
urged on by the position of their party.” {Guizot).

In the meantime their wdvrrcarlec remzined unmoved, in spite of unforeseen
o

disasters, causi t politics of Pitt to triumph formerly those of Wm,
iii (King ¥m. i)

(— J

ajFi st Louis XiV, long azfter :5 ath, | did not grow
tired of gueting Burke, "the anqupt 6) of r.!ltlc ' (g8 the foremosi.of his
adversaries, Fox, called his rival prophetically), \Fc guide even of Pitt,
who, when the French revolution, at the outset deceived all lovers of liberty

1) L. de Eonald - 1784=184C. French philoscpher, defender of Christian,
monarchial idezs.,

>

2} J, de Malstre = 1753-1821. French R, C, philesscher, adhering to the
principle of government in relicious and political spheres.

3) De Lamennais - |1782-1854, French theologian and politiclian, Flrst
defended theocratic principle, later revolutionary.

4) ¥, L, Haller = 1768~1857, Swiss professor of history, opposed tc the
revolutionary,

5) J. P. Ancillon - 1767-1857. German preacher, professor of history
and statesman, edhered to monarchilel absolutism.

6) Famous French arctor (minister), 1627-1704,



realized the significence of this dangerous phenomenon; who by his example
and influence demonstrzted the fundamental difference between [688 and |789
and created the conservative Whigparty or conc~rvative Tory-perty, lezder
of the resistance, who stopped the revolution's progress in England and drove
the spirit of conguest back to its den. "In everything we see and forsee,"
said Burke, "everything is extraordinary. The Revelution is a unigue occur=
rance, It is a reversal of docirines, the arrival of a new’'sectl, & new re-
ligion, a religion which is nothing but irreligicn, impiety, atheism, a sys-
tematired hztred of Christisanity. Beginning at the most atrocious disorder,
one shall end with the most violent despotismg the kings shall become tyrants
for political reasons, when the subjects shall be rebels out of principle,
Var Is inevitable. t is not 2 case of attackingy it is not a case of incon-
siderately meddling with the French forms of government; it is a cese of de-
fending ourselves zgainst belligerent doctrines, against the propagation of
maxims intent on destroying al{ government, all society. WWe must in a civil
war rush to the zid of the real France, in order to szve her from the clutches
of a faction which dominates it, intends to use it for sallies and as a basis,
making it the "theatre," the centre of their per imentis and projectss which
strives for world domination and whose very existence is g declargtion of war
on humznity., A battle to deazth is being fought belween the Christian civili-
zation znd this evil cosmogoliten spirit. Certain destruction shall be the
reward of senseless princes, who think that they can dispose of war and peace,
in zn exceptional manner, In ah ordinary way. The rozd which |eads to safet
is not a well-worn, blazed road. The most terrible war is, comparatively
speaking, @ boony it will act as g preservative zgezinst infection znd the
development of fzlse maxims and will give the Christian world a "breather."

| tried to mske It felt, that thzse sentences znd many similzr ones so
requently occurring in his writings, aithough presentsd, it ls true, in a
omerhat shady, paradoxiczl manner, are not mysterious at all, bat are true
eems of light, revealing the secret of the mysterious crises of our century,
whose zccuracy has been proved by z series of unhesrd-of calamities, 'The
end of the revolution?" he exclaimed in |798, when ceveral people thought
to end it with an imminent pezce with France, Yend the revolutionl _[t has
scarcely begun. Till now you have but hesrd the proleogue; you are going to
hear the ‘actors; neither yocu, nor |, shall see the end of the drama." Durke
knew, by studying the roots, how to apprecizie the tree in its true worth
and was zble, with that sagzscity vhich made him an incomparzible politician,
to predict the course of future events; and, zlthough he erred in 1789 wher
he thought that the Revolution through the civil discord hzd totally destroyed
France and wiped it from the map ("l see an zbyss, therewhere France once
lay"), he scon understood Mirzhezu's answer, perhaps better than Mirabeau
himself, "this azbyss is a vulcane.”

Vv LESSONS FREH COMTEMPORARY HISTORY

(The Revelution of 1848 of the szme
charrzcter as that of 1729)

In 1848 the revolutionary theory, in its most radical form, reesppeared
to give its practiczl demonstration. The quasi-legitimete royalty, sprung
from popular sovereignty in action, the ever shaking work of [830, died 2
sudden death, as a result of the hardly concealzble malady, owing to Its ab-
normal tirth, Its fall was the signal for a repetition, on 2 smaller scale,
of the first revolution, of which 21| the phases again pass before our eyes,
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thought now with greater zcceleration. |t is needless to enumerate them,
The Revolution, in its reoublican form hzs not yet been forgotten, Again
it took flighty; with one wing=beat it spared 1o the logical absurdities of
communism and socizlism, making itself ready to gulp down family and property
In its workshops and tenement houses |). This dreadful disorder was averted
by the good sense of society, which, #s chaos approached, horror-siricken
came to its senses, Order was re-—estzhlished by force of arms, the demo-
cratic stzte embraced znd regulated by the military state: the 24th of Feb-
ary ended three years |ater in the 2nd of December, universal suffrage
functiconed in & grep of iron esnd the ephemeral rercublic mede place for the
revived Empore. Another coup d'etat, another Mapcleon; the sleogan In nepote
redivimus became a truth in domestic as well as in dlplomatic relations. In
France the |iberties of 1789 were pompously included in the programme made
for = distant future; the mest extireme centralization w-s placed in the imme=-
diate service of the will of one single man; the throne was surroupnded by
parliaementary decorzations, and the daily press zuthorized to publish and write
everything which would not displezse the government, Peace was the slogan of
the day - just as it wes &t the beginning of the Consulzte -; the seccnd Em-
pore was peace-loving at heart: "the Empire Is pezce." Peace was procleaimed
and perhaps sincerely desired, but soon interrupted, in the Crimea and ltaly,
by wars, such zs Christendom, it was thought, would never see again. France's
disecse, and her disorders, proved again contageous., Europe was hsaken by
similar convulsicns; the majority of the governments sought safety in messures
now violent, now childish, and surpassed on account of envy, in deference zand
jumil Ity towards Imperial France, that which =zt the time of Napcleon |, was
considered to be the lovwest degree of abasement by moanrchs and diplcmats.
'imid!y they listened for the voice from Paris, to sink back intoc silence cr
echo approval. Ftnglly with the zdvent of materjalism the last sparks of
enthusiasm chille 'd_1nto an indifference for truth zs well as error, an ecual
repugnance agzinst znything which, throush the ferment=ticn of thought could
endanger private intergstis end E@r.nge ihe public order; In ¢ oneslided, pas=—
sionate love for rest and security, whatever it be, which hzstily sacrifices
justice to well-being and, indifferent to everything else; knows of no dig=
nity but that resulting from power and wealth, and noother cult but—that of
Mammon; which, according te the philosophy of "facts accomplis," sums up the
spirit of the century, suppresses the notion of good and evil, associates in-
differently with virtue or with crime, ssnctions any success whatsoever and,
in its admirable simplicity, after the most exzct definition of this new legiti-
macy, is nothing but the right of the strongest, in Its most barbaric sense,
the norm for Iinternztional and naticnal law.

Let ys Tirst observe that this is still the sovereignty of the people, as
in the time of Napoleon |, the first representative of the nation, Let us ob-
serve that the |ibersa] :rinclples still rule with their =stonishing elssticity,
just =zs when the Emperor, in 1810, had the alerming decree formulated about the
suspension of individual| liberty, insisted an this systemstic apology: '"We

need two pages with considerations contzining the liberal idezs," During the
first Empire France had already seen '"a govarnment which, sironger and much more
absoluie than that which the Revelution had overthrown, once more seizec and
concentrates all powers, suppresses all the so dearly pzid-for liberties, re-
placing them with vain images; 2 government which calls popular sovereicnty of
the people the suffrage of voters who are unsble tc inform themselves, 1o dis-
cuss, or to choaose; which calls the zssent of a mute end servile audience a free
vote on taxestion and, while she robs the nation of the right of sel|f-government,
the princinal guarantees of civil rights, frcedom of thought, speech, and press,

|) A home. for + 1600 likeminded persons, according to the system of the
socialist Feurrier,



in short the mest precious and noblest of ff

the conquests of 1889, yet adorns
herself with this beautiful name (of Empire)." |

)

The fierceness of absolutism is proncrtional to the resistance whijch it
meets.” A long time zgo Mr. De Chateaubriand 2) wrote: "Amocng the men in this
country one can notice @ certain lassitude, which may lead to aquiesense,"
When, reduced to im-otence, one beows, resigns oneself,"ocne retires into a
narraw individual ism wherein all public virtue is smothercd,™ the hardest
yoke can hzve the appesrance of swectness, All the szme, to zppreciate its
nature, we must not forget, even while enjoying its gentleness, that its power
is unlimited, that its energy zdjusts itself to the demonds of the moment, znd
thst which serves to crush its opponents.

The discouragement of our age Is revealed in the charzcter of its doci-
lity. The unrest of [iterzlism attests =t any rate to "the impossibility of
a Christian nation to suprort 2 purely human power, which finds its source in
itself alone, and knows no norm but its own will,™ This noble repugnance hzs
disappesred. They submet and resign themselves; but let us not forget that
this ohedience differs widely from that of our fofefzthers, !"What matters fis
less the degree than the nzture of the submission, It s important to guard
against evaluating the baseness of men by the degree of thelr submissicn to a
sovereign power: that would be using a2 faulty messure, However, much the
necple under the Ancien Régime were submissive, there was one kind of obe=
dience unknown to them: they did not know what it meant to bow before an il-
legitimate or contested power, which receives lIttle henour, but much scorn

and derision; a power, to which one now willingly submits, because it can pro-
fit or harm. Theat degradin- form of servitude was ever strange to them.

They showed the sovereign at the same time the love which one has toward one's
father, as well 2s the respect, which one owes only to God. IWhen they sybmitted
to the most arbitrary commandments, they yielded less to constraint than to

love and thus it frequently happened that, even in the most extreme dependence,
they kept their soul truly free, To them, constraint wzs the greatest evil of
obedience; to us, the least, The worst evil lurks in the sentiment which en- :
forces obedience. Let us not leck down on our fzthers; we do nct have the right,
Would to God thzt we could find backwith their prejudices and faults 2 little

of their grandeur," 3)

As long as the Revoluticn reigns, this absolutism this degrading servility,
is inevitable, Alarmed by z systematic disorder, the nztions will acclaim any
power whatsoever which soothes them, even though it snuffs out all liberty,

One wents to ce saved at all cests., VWhat a deliverance the coup d'état in No-
vember (1799) brings, when in that year the return of the Reign of Terror was
feared] How enthusiastically the 2nd December 1848 is welcomed, =fler the
menace of Communisml People scarcely zsk how the triumph is obtained znd what
i+ im lies — the sudden disappearnzce of the danger is the only thind thought
of. In the path of the Revolution nothing better cen be expected. Deliverance ,
at this price, will inevitable bring ne. disasters; oppression within, war with=
out, 2s tyranny and conguest mutually support each other, But what should have
been done? What cther remedy wzs there for an unbezrzble situation? After-

the "nivellement” of society and the "coming te the throne"™ of the sovereign
pecple, the power, precisely because zccording to law it is bhut an executive

|) De Tocqueville.

2) De Chateaubriand:s |1768-1848, famous french writer and poelitician
favering the manarchy.

3) De Tocqueville.




power, must in reality be z despotic power; it must be irresisteble in order
not to be overthrown. After returning frem the Russian campeign, Napoleon,
foreseeing the awakening of leveralism, adiressing the Counci! of State, ex-
pressed Idezs which were certzinly net lzcking in truth and profundity.

"To the ideology, that shady metephysics, vhich, by inguiring
with subtlety into the first causes, wants to extzbjlish the legis-
lation of the nations on its basis; to it zll catestrophes of France
must be attributed. She hzs brought the regime of the men of blood,
has proclaimed the principle of Insurrcction as duty, has flattered
the people by calling it to 2 sovereignty which it wzs incapatle of
exercising, and has destroyed the respect for and sanctity of the
laws by msking them dependent not on the szcred principles of jus-
tice, out only on the will ef an assembly comrosed c¢f men unacquain=-
ted with civil, criminal, administrative, political and military
laws, ithen one is called to reform a state, one must follow prin-
ciples exactly the cpposite of these,”

Mr. Thiers, faithful toc his opinien in ascribing France's disasters to
the excessive ambition of the conquercr alone, adds, after having clited the
above philippic,

"Such is the effect of mistakes, especially of large mistakesl
Besjdes all the evil which they bring witt them frum his good sense to such
a degree, that in the zgitation nroduced the acenius himself appears
but an anary child,"

The words of Napuleon are doubtlessly senseless, where they apply to
philosophy or representztive government; but, where he refers to the Revolu-
tion, with its sovereignty of the re:zson and the people, with its disdain
for civil rights and consequently for the traditional znd gistoric rights,
there he accuses liberzlism; where he declares that these sad errors brought
after terrorism and propaganda, of necessity tyranny and conquest, then the
light of genius hzs never hetter illumined the history of the past. When
| iberal ideas dominate, Napoieontic anes arrive; the one abyss calls forth
another., The system of Bonapsrte is the direct 2nd legitimete heir of the
Jacobin system.

Vi ANT IREVOLUT ICNARY VWRITERS OF CUR DAY

(Ardent opponents of the spirit of
the revolutien in Enaland, America,
France and Germany).

Such political and social commotions have effected a considerable and
advantagecus change in the world of thought. This is not surprising., The
elevated and salutary character of the Revoluticn, which for a long time
aprezred beyond boubt, has become gquestionable to say the least. Vhen a
once chosen rozd has evidently but two ways out, anarchy and tyranny, It is
difficult to persuzde oneself that the road is the right one,

"There are times when God, through remarkable events which are His
lessons, enlightens the human race so clearly, that all minds would
have been illumined and silenced, if our ezsy-gning carelessness and
aroud obstinzcy were not such formidable obstacles, Ve have lived and
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now live In so solemn 2 time." )

Distinguished historisns, witnessing so many upheavals and disasters,
while dealing with past centuries, have not resisted the temptation, no,
have not shirked the duty of combatting the fatal spirit of the Revolution
with instructive and moving compariscns. This Mr. Ranke 2) did in hils lucid
writings, as well as Mr, Macauly'3), in his "History of England," a2 beauti~
ful commentary on Burke's theses, wherein he contrzsts the Whigs who drew up
the British constitution with the Whigs who admire the maxims which over—
throw it- a siriking conirast which Macauly expresses in a single sentence,
"Because we had a conservative Revolution in the |7th century, we were spared
a destructive revolution in the 19th century,” Thus too, Mr, Lothrop Motley,
4) z writer who has so =zdmirzbly popularized in Americz and Europe the 'mem-
orjes of grest events which, under the auspices of a hero and a martyr, caused
the birth of the Republic of the United Provinces, has pointed out the dis-
tinction between revolutions in the ordinary sense of the word and the Revolu=
tion in a more exclusive sense, between a reverszl of principles and a2 trans-
fer of authority, He shows how a similar love for national and historic li-
berties possessed William |, William 111, and Washington. "e places over and
against the systematically anarchistic revolution the salutary and legitimate
revalutions in the Netherlands, England and America (the I3 colonies).

The French revolution has become the object of more serjous and more pro-
found study, in its verious stadia, but expeécially in its generzal ideas and
universal tendencies.

The “emoirs of Mallet du Pan 5), collected and zdmir=bly put in order by
Mr, Sayous, published in [851, became as a result of the events of 1348, aside
from their intrinsic value, of truly up-to-date Importaznce, Each page of his
cerrespondence reveals him s a profound thinker, a first rate publicist whe,
before becoming acquainted with the writings of Burke, judged and exposed the
Revolution with the same sagcity, from the same elevated viewpoint., Unfortu-
nately | must limit myself to one single passazge which, however, bears, the
imprint of the correctness and profundity with which Mallet du Pan envisaged
the varlious phases and the coherence of the grave period,

"That which never changes Is the essence of the revolutionary
doctrine, This antisocial theory is for all supporters of the Re-
volution, a veritable religion, The revolutionary system is appli-
cazle to all nations; it Is bescd on philosorhic maxims sujtable for

any climate and hostile to all gevernments, Their suthors made al-
lowanzes neither to the English nor an oriental government; with their
sermons they have poisoned republics as well zs monarchies. The fa-

nanticism of Irreligion, equality and propagandism is zs lofty and a
thousand times more atrocious in its methods than z thousand times

1) Guizot.

2) L. von Ranke, 1795-1886, German historian who write a.o0, series of
books on the history of the N2tiherlands.

3) Thos, Mzcauly, English statesman and historian, who distinguished
between forbidden and commanded revolt, 1800-|859)

4) J. Lothrap Motley, 1814-1877., American histoerian, author of 3 extensive
works on the history of the Republic of the United Netherlznds,

5) J. Mallet du Pan, 1749-1800. French publicist and secret agent of the
French Court during the French Revolution.
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more strocious in its methods than religious fanaticism ever was, All
regard France as the metropolis of their doctrine and centre of their
unity. This redoubtable sect, like the Islam, used azrms as well as the
influencing of public opinion to unfold and propagate its doctrine; the
one hand brandishes the sword, the other raises the rights of man.”

Mzllet du Pen died as early as 1802, Let us now deal with works published
since 1848 by the authors themselves. Take, for example, the "History of the
Mational Convention™ by Mr, De Barznte 1|). What do we rezd In the preface?
What we ought to remember, what we formerly almost always forgot, namely, that

its very triumph condemns the Revolution; that, autside the revolutionary circle,

there was no opposition; that the resistance was but the bzttle of personal
interesis against syllogisms; and that the Revolution bred its own opponents,

"No opposition Tose against the revolutionaries, at least not out-
side of their own circle. The experiment was continued till the end,
The oninions of the revolutionaries could hzve hzd their free course;
nothing could hzve stopped them or turned them from their course, If
the enterprise faziled, we must blame the false principles znd perverse
passions.M

Here Mr, de Barabte is in perfect agreement with Mr, von Haller who wrote
in 18186,

"All attempts to realize this philosephic system have completely
falled.s They failed because they were bound to fzil, because the system
itself is false, imoracticable, contrary to reason and the all powerful
force of nature opposed zny attempt to put it into effect.,”

The History of the Revulution from 789 to 1795, by Mr. von Sybel 2) is
one of those rare waorks wherein the abundance of material, & vexation for the
ordinary writer, is a perpetual challenge to the sagzcity of the author. | do
not pretend that he saw in the Revolution, the naturzl and necessary fruit of
Irreliglon, "that captivating force which sweeps gside all obstacles and has
justly evoked the remark that the French rcvolution lezds men rather than that
men lead it." 3). According to him the revolution wes not inevitatle, even in
1789, If the King had boldly taken the initiative, if of his own accord he had
doubled the representation of the Third Clzss &and had ordered the union of the
threeclasses in the National Assemblv s well as the complete and definite abo-
| ishment of the feudal system, many m'sfortunes could have been averted. |If
Mr. Necker 4) had acted wisely at the outset, the integrity of the monarch
gaining a hold on an undecided assembly, could perhaps have ended the crisis by
a reassertion of the royal power, as in the Danish revolution in 1660, Nr.

Von Sybel forgets that by thus zssaulting age-cld privileges, they would have

i) G, P, de Barante, |782~[866, French historian and statesman,

2) H. von Sybel, 18171895, German historian,

3] J- de MEISJU'Q‘:

4) J, Necker, [732-1804, Swiss banker and financier and finance minister
of France, opposcd to Revolution. Seeing the treasury's deplorzble
condition he urged economy, drew up a nlan for reform, which he dijd
not effect, At the Nagtional Assembly neither he nor the King opened
the zccounts: both zllowed the lezdership of the Assembly to be taken

away from them, through their wesk beszring.
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inaugurated the Revolution, instead of preventing it; that, when the passions,
rushing to the zid of maxims iong accredited, have attained the highest depree
of excitement, a force is born which, sweeping everything along, zuainst which
nothing can bear up; that In 1789 it was impossible to stop the practical annli-
cation of a docirine, since long mas.er of public opinicn, end considered as the
social gospel. Despite this error, Mr. Von Sybel justly points out the aspira-
tion for the recognition of the rights of man and the sovereignty of the pechle
which, through the weariness of anarchy, find the people which, through the
weariness of znarchy, find censolation in despotism, and, sspiring in = ntngijan
enuality must necessarily have zs its fina!l resuit the zbolishment of property
and the estzblishment of the socizl republic, He peints out in the parties
whnich succeed ezch other, the inherent correspondence, the tie which unites
them, the root from which they sprzng, in short, the revoluticnary trea In

its branches sznd ramiflcations., With this detziled znd dependable sccount, he
destroys many fzlse suppositions, which attiribute to the Royzlists end allies
what are cziled the deviaticns and ¢ xcesses of the Revolution. He proves that
the atzsertions so |avishly znd complacently made with respedt to this, by Mr,
thiers, Mr. Mignet 1) and their numerous disciples, are but legendary tales,
pure myths of which the history of the Revolution has 100 meny.

’

To tazke another example, the offensive cozlition of Pillnitz 2) is nothing
but 2 wild fzncy; that the wer, the inevitable result of revoluticnary pro-
pagenda, wss the premeditated mezns of the Gironde te overthrow the threne; that
the diplomatic documents clearly substantiate the testimony of the minlster of
foreign affezirs, Delassart, who was silenced by the "September-murderers,"

"My defence will prove remerkable by revesling what happened at the
foreign courts, by demonstrating that they did not wish to wege war zgalinst
us, by the unassaillable rroof that It is we whoe have provoked it and

turned Europe zgainst us."

The Ancien Régime znd foreign intervention were, in spite of the foolish hooe
which some "émigréds™ nourished and the imprudences which the Allies committed,
at bottom gnly the vein scarecrows which Jacehbinism needed to justify-and main-
tain itself,

It is 2 mistake to oppose me by appezling to mr., de Tocrueville 2) and his
magnificent work, "L'Ancien Regime el |2 Révoiution.” He proved that the Revo=-
lution, having sccomplished its destructive werk, ih many respecty did but re-
turn to the course which the Ancien Régime h=d tzken long before, But the su-
premacy of the new crinciples reveals Itself, despite likeness znd identity of
forms. Let us take an examnle.

"The first efforts of the Revolution had destroyed the administirative
centrzlizztion, thzt grest institution of the monarchy, It was restored in
1800, |t were not, as has been said so many times, the principles of 1789
concerning public administration, which triumphed then anc ever since, but
to the contrary, those of the Ancien hégime which then came and remajned
in force," -

1) F. A. M. Mignet - French historian, author of iistory of French Revolution,
wherein he tries to demonstrzte its natural development,

2) 1791 - Agreement between Emperor of Austria & Kiho of Prussia, who beth
were threztened by revolutionary France. '
3) D, T. 1805~1859 - French politician and suther,.
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After the author's clear and zbundant exposition there is nothing more evident
but the return of the conditions which prevailed under the monarchy and the tire-
less efforts to strengthen the central government by repressing and neutralizing
lical, independent authorities by means of an zdministrative network. It is cer-
tzinly true that the logic of the revolution, which causes zll independent units
to disappear into the unity of the Stste, lends to the centralizatien 2z degree of
perfection which formerly never would have been zchieved. lt is true that Mr,

de Tocoueville affirms "that the Revolution was not at all begun to desiroy the
swzy of religious beliefs, as many believed, but thst it was, in spite of all
appearances, a social and political reveluticn,” Yet he makes much of the in=
fluences which, according to us hzve led to the Revoltuicn. In his opinion,

the unbelief in the 18th century estrblished itself first in the minds of those
who themselves hzd the most personal and preszing interests to maintain the
sublic order and popular obedience; they made impiety a sort of pastime in their
idle existence, The French Church remzined silent, the people who retained the
old faith were afrzid to be the only ones faithful to it, and fearing isolation
more than error, joincd the crowd without thinking like them, The general dis-
repute into which all religious beliefs hzd fzllen at the end of the last century,
exerted without a doubt the greatest influence on the whole Revolution., It de-
termined its charazcter, and contributed more than anything else to give its
physiognomy that weli-known expression of horror. Let us zdd to this remarkable
passage a phrase with which Burke certzinly woy |ld have agreed:

"The Revolution has hecome some sort of new'religion, an imperfect
refigion, it is true, without God, without public worship, without an
afterlife, out which nevertheless, like the |slam, has flooded the face
of the earth, with its soldiers, apastles and martyrs.”

Although = great zdmirer of 1789, Mr. de Tocgueville carefully distinguished
two directions in the eighteenth century philosophy: '"One directian contains
all the newly revived views which concern the state of society and the prin-
ciples of civil and political laws. These, so to speak, form the substsnce of
the Revolution, The other conteins the purely zccldentzl irreligious tendency
which, being born of conditions which the Revo'ution itself destroyed, found
death in the triumph of the latter. The warfeare against religious convictions
from this point of view, was but incidental to the great revolution, It wes a
salient and yet passing trait of its physiognomy, a passing product of. iits
ideas, of its passions, znd of the particular events which preceded and prepared
it - and not its essential char-cteristic."” Thus he considers as accidental in
the Revolution what is its essential nature, Mr. de Tocgueville did not yet
see what Burke already szw 'in [793:

"We cannot conceal from ourselves the true character of that terrible
struggle, It is a religious war, That is its dominant feature. At ihe same
time, undoubtedly all social interests zre threatened.”

| do not want to accumulzte guotations; trusting reader's intelllgence and
insight and | 1imit myself to the testimony of Mr, de Montalembert ), Mr
Stah! and Guizot, .

Mr. de Montzlembert detest liberalism and the memorzble date of its ap-

pearance. 'Lioceralism wznts tec date the world as beginning with 1789, and
precisely in the name of the ideas and principles of 1789 it is silenced, The
philosephers and |iberals hezve ruled so well that twice in half a century their

system ended in the aodication and totzl| zbolishment of all rights and freedom,
unier the applause of honest but frightened peopilel! Yes, twice in 50 years
the people, abused for a time by excessive evils, shocked by the disorders in
the social machine, hsve thrown their shackled |iherty at the feet of an ab-

1) Ch, de Montalembert, 1810-1370, Cuné€ of chief French defenders ef Catholicism.
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sojute hzster, Such are at the present, in [B52, the congquests of [789,"
This is how he difinad the reletion of the revolution to |iberty:

"I don't speak of the revolution as a fact, &n zct, or a passing
thunderstorm; | spead of the revolutian as eleveted fo principle, dogma,
idaly of that revolution which is net limited to one country, one period f
of time, but pretends to pervzde the whole human mind, to tzke the place
of religion and society, which prezches the legitimacy of insurrecticn
everywhere and always, except sgainst ltself; which, under the name
of democracy, is but the universal menifestztion of pride, which insati-
ahle and relentless as death, =fter having obtzined everything, yet de-
mands everything again. | say that this revolution not only is not [i=
berty, but is its exect oppasite. Whether victorious or cenquered, the
Revolution kilis liberty: by suppressing it when triumrhant, and causing
it to be feared and heted by appealing tu it when defezted. t islitne
Revolution which makes the people ripe for tyrenny; makes them deserve [t
constrains them especially %o resign themselves to it for fear of worse
things."

e
s
v

It is difficult te meke » choice from among the numerous and admirable
writings of Mr, Stahl. To charscterize them, it will suffice to give a sketch
of his discourses "¥hat is the Revolution?", a brief summary of iis origin,
nature, course, and results,. The Revalution is the political doctrine which,
since 1789, has penetrated the thought of people and public institutions. It
upsets legitimete and eternzl relationship, makes man the creztor and centre of
a merel uniberse; proclzims the sovereignty of the people, unlimited freedon
gqualizgtion of social ciagsses, abolition of traditicnal and historic leaws,
sacrigice of scquired rights tc the demands of public welfere, It denounces
property es theft and any independent authority azs the minister and responsible
servant of the people.

Mr. Guizot, the illustrious lezder of the doctrinary liberals and until
[848 one of the great men in the liberal party, "who in our dgy hios so brijl=-
|iantly shown how knowledge and tzlent are tc be applied to direct human—effairs,
the ststesman whose mentality and charazcter have had a most decisive influence
en his country” 1), seems ic recognize, since the overthrow of the July-mon-
archy, that the sovereignty of justice, of resson, and of right in daily prac-
tice gives way to the soverecignty of the people, For, as Nr, Berryer said,
the ministers, as ambassadors of this sovereign rezson are those whose author-
ity Is most often contested. For eeryone considers himself the morthpiece of
reason and thus, throogh the conflict of individual opinions, the door is :
arened to an endless circle of disputes. Experience seems to have taught Mr.
Gulizot that authority must find its necessary basis outside of society, not in
ojd znd false theories, but in the submission of the people and the severeign
to Him, on Whom all authority depends and from whom zl] authority originates.
Although Mr. Thiers perhaps still exclzims: ™"liberty has not yet come, but
will come; although Mr. Mignet perhaps is still wesiting for a truly political
freedem, the lingering fruit of the Revolution; although Mr. de Larartine2)
in his reveries constantly finds opportunities to glorigy its fesults and stifle
his remorse; aithough Mr. Cousin 3) declares that the interest and consent of

1=
i
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1) E, Renan

2) A. de Lemertine: 1790-1869., French poet znd stztesman fzvoring democracy.,

3) Victor Cousins 1792-1867., French philosopher, eclectic, who endezvored to
build @ whole from the best of the divers systems,
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the peoples is the sole foundation of legitimate authority; that the tragic
experience of 1848, far from weskening, rather strengthened and affirmed his
prindinles; that in the darkness which has fzllen around us those nrinciples
still ferm the star which cuides modern society and gives to its apparently
most disordered movements & firm and wholescme purpose, that they dominate

all forms of government and determine that form which suits France and Europe
Best; although he does his best to prove thet France fziled neither in 1830,
nor in 1848, and that net the liberzl opinions, but pecrle, through short-
sighied resjstance, have caused these disasters, Mr. Guizot is not a2fresid ‘o
admit that he erred in severzl respects, and euplains with courageous frark-
ness a long series of errors and disasters from the very nature of the Revolu~
tionl In his histerical works, in his Memeirs, in his political brochures,
one meets definite anti~revaolutionary maxims, interspersed with noble confes-
sions. A mention of two of his small works will suffice: '"De la Democratie”
of 1848 1), and "Nos mecomptes et nos esperznces” of 1855 2). Public order
Was scarcely re—established when Mr. Guizot who, although returned to private
|ife, but still on account of his tazlents, activity end influence 2 politician,
expressed himsel|f zs fallows:

"France needs to be morally lifted up and firmly re-esiebl|ished; she
neecds tec regain faith in and zttazchment to immoveble znd generally
avowed principles. But the revelutionary spirit is not fit far such

a task; its appesrance, summens, predictiens, remembrances and lan-
guapge, would oppose and reiard zny such effort, rather than accomplish
PR

The evil which Guizot then a2lresdy pointed out, is the idolatry with res-
pect to domoecrzcy, For revolutionary liberty and equality destroy all social
relationships. "Today chazos hides itself behind the word "Democracy.” This
democratic fdeal must be rooted out, |Its reward will be sccial peace,® He
does not hesitate in 1855 to dispel his most cherished illusions, by pointing
out the fatzal error in the generz| movement of thought in |789, which was to
bring along $0 many errors and disasters, '"Generz|ly speaking, peorle in 1789
were convinced that by nature man is good, wills the good and would a|mest
always do the good, If, insiead of lezving him free, the vices of socizl insti-
tutions and abuses of the existent authority did not incessantly irritete,
mislezd or corrup him," He ends by thus recapitulasting the lessons of our
present=day experiences:

Mye have believed that we were better than we are; we have falled
to recognize the evil inherent in our nature. We hezve believed that we
were stronger than we are, Not only have we fziled to recognize the
limits of our power, but sl|lso the rights of the Sovereign Fower who
governs the worijd and ourselves., We have not taker account of the
eternal lawa which God has placed over us, and we have foolishly pre-
tended to replace them everywhere by our own laws,"

Here follows the significant phrase with which he finishes:

"Let us ‘especially be guick to Jeave the rut into which the spirit
of the revoiution hzs thrown us. It would ever lezd us into the same zhyss."

The authority of Mr. Guizot and his equals should hazve szved us from the re-
proach, which they do not tire of bringing up, as if we would wish a form of

1) About the democracy.

2) Our disappointment aznd hopes,
o) L



government composed of the errors of the Middle Ages, the despotism of Louis XIV,
and the ultra~orthodox opinions of Puritan sectarians.

Vii THE ANT I~REVOLUTICNARY TRINCIFLE 1S NO-

THING BUT THE CHRISTIAN FRINCIFLE

Was | wrong in affirming that the Anti-Revoclutionary principle is no-
thing but the Christian principle?

it is to be regretted that even today many Christians, deceived by the
promises of |iberalism, believe that by adopting its maxims, wholly or partly,
they serve the cause of religion and of liberty; and that they have not dis-
tovered under the deceptive veil of apparent moderztion the identiy of the
jiberal principle with & radicalism, which strakes at the roots of religion
and society; and that thus they have very often become the blind tools of
that hidden power which irresistibiy cai!s forth the results from their prin-
cicle, without even being awere that they aid its fztal deveicpment.” 1)

The Revolution, or the modern philesophic theory, overthrows all laws
for the |ife of the human race by overthrowing Christienity. That is the dis=
tinctive character of the present age.

indeed, we are witnesses of one of the most terrible phases of that per-
petual and mysterious war, to which Scripture only gives us the key., The
Bibie, whith contains the history of the past, and of the future, relates or
unveils the coherence of the destiny of mznkind., The plan of 2 righteous
and merciful God for the salvation of falilen men majestically unrevels it-
seif throughout the centuries, Under His ali=powerfui hand the events submit
and direct themselves toward their common purpose: the formation f the chosen
peenle, a spiritual pecple, a spirituai people, szved through the blood of
the cross, znd of the Church militent, here below, and the Church triumphant
in hezven zbove., As the Revolution 's but z systematic overthrowal of the
church of Jesus ChF7s¥, so the IFuly anti.—revolutionary oppeosition is the per-
Fatual testimony of fzith, in 2 form which suits our zge; the Christian prin-
ciple, In 115 Tegitimate, nzcessary, end reguired zpplication,

—

The history of a Revclution whose point of departure is disdain for the *
reveajed religion, which shali end in denigi and doubt, could bear these words
of Pasca! 2) as an epitaphs

"AIl who seek God without Jesus find no light which satisfies or cen
truly be of use to them, For, either they do not come to recognize the
existence of 2 God, or, if they come to such recogniticn, it is worthless
to them, because they crezte themselves a mediztor - less means of com-
munication with a God whom they know - without & mediator, Thus they tall

1} Lamennais,

2) Blaise Pascal, 1623-1662, French mathematician, physicist and philo-
sopher, one of the lords of Port Roysl, centre of Jansenism. Fierce
antagonist of Jesuits (in his Lettres Praovinciales). His Pensébs,
from which is cited here, were meant as the bullding materials for
a defence of the Christian Religion.
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either into atheism or deism, two things which the Christian religion
equally zbhors, In Jesus Christ is all found, all our happiness, strength,
life, light, and hope. Apart from Him there is nothing but vice, misery,
darkness, despzir, and do we sce but darkness and confusion in God's as
well =2s in our own nature,”

And the same is true in the stzte and in society, Having once entered upon the
nathway of an unbeiieving philosophy, one finds but disintegration and chaos as
its coutcome,

Alresdy in 1831 1 szid: "Liberalism can only be combztted successfully
by Christienity.”™ | was then rezrroached for allowing politicz| considerations
to degenerate Into sermons and cztechism [essons, At that time this scarcely
surprised mey; but, since so many frightening commotions have given their thundering
answer to such warnings i), l'admii that the tenacity of that prejudice astounds me.

You want the idezs of 1789, Very well; provided you firmly sttach them to
the Biblical principle,

You pretend that democracy is an irresistible force, which, far from com-
batting it, rather must be reguiated, Granted; provided that, by accepting the
situation as it now exisis, you do not deduce from it a new sort of legltimacy
and force us to knee| before the idoi of democrzcy. Chrisiianily accepts de-
mocracy, as any other form of government; but when democracy s impased as a
necessary and universal condition of the social order, 2nd considered zs a re-
volutionary dogma, opposed to the Divine Right whose eternel authority must
be Fespected by whatever scvereign be it the peorle or the king, then the de-
mocracy of the social contract wili always find the christisn fzith as its
antazgonist. The reign of such o democr=cy will always oring over society the
consequences described in the destructive chapter (accordino to Mr. Vinet)
wherein Mr, de Tocguevillie reproaches democracy for having idealized despotism
by creating the morz! tyranny o7 the majority., "There will De no independence
for either bourgeoisie or nobility, poor or rich, but only equal tyranny for alil

Serious Roman Catholics znd evangel icz| Protestznts hazve for z long time
vied with e»ch other in pointing out this contradiction,

The Revclution, szid Mr. de Bonalid, began with the declaration of the rights
of man; it will but end with the declaration of the righis of God.

UL ift high" said Lamennais, "the sacred totrch of truth sbove the
ruins of Christian civilization; [et it burn before the eyes of gll, and
let its rays, whiie penetreting the clouds of error, gradually enlighten
the minds still wandering the paths of error, Show the immutable prin-
ciples of justice in zil their aspects. Expound the eternal laws, the
unshakable found=ztion of authority and liberty, until Rezson, finally
tired of its fruitiess labors, reslizes that spart from Christianity thers
is nor can be anything but error, disorder, casleamity and servitude with-
out remedy."

A long time ago this szme idea, applied to the poijticz| and religious
discord of the day, could be found in the "Journal hebdomadaire politigue,!
and in the Ber|in "Gazetie Evangelique."™ And the teachings snd noble effort
of Mr. Stzhl can be summarized in this sentence, which forms the end of 2
parliamentary speech of 1849: !""The Revolution in Europe can only be halted by
Christianity, through the Christian state snd the Christian school,"

2) Mr. Stahl, recalling in 1854 what he had writlen in 1829, adds: '"Dieser Ruf
meiner swachen Stimme vor funf und zwanzig Jshren ist seitdem durch die

Donnerstimme der Weltereignisse wiederholt worder."
L



Avay with the so-calied Christianity of modern philosophy and modern
theology! We need positive Christianity, such as has been the mutual faith,
with the characteristic traits of its history and its dogmas, of all Christian
churches for the {ast I8 centuries, it is faith which Mr. Vinet demands, in
some |lnes published in {855 but written as early as 1832 - lines of prophetic
import, so remarkabiy rea!ized iater ong

"For @ nation without faith we see no rest, no respite except
dezpotism, Liberty without faltn has caused nations to collagse. If
todsy there are free nations which are able to bear their liberty,
enjoy It and constantiy draw their strength from it, as they have nothing
to feer from it, these are nations with faith, There is no assurance
of stabllity ar liberty !n a country, where the masses vote, as the
gccasion will, for himwho offers most or who is most cunning, for the
anarchist or tyrant, and ore jnclined to |end fo ihe one or the nthor

.e, tyranny under two different names) the terrible sovereignty of
g%?%ETﬁi y ) t eignty

Let us now return to Mr, Guizot. -~ No one demonstrates with greater ability
that between Christianity and the revolution there exists an opposition and con-
trast, no iess than that between ilfe and death, "If the Christian faith would
be more powerful, communism and socialism would soon be little more than obscure
follies. If communism and sociziism prevailed, the Christian faith wouid perish,™
Mr. de Maistre had deciared that "original sin exrlains everything, and without it
nothing can be expiained.” Mr. Guizot does not hesitate to point out (in the
dogma of the fali) the necessity of human laws and of an outhority capable of de~
manding their observance.

"The truth concerning human nature is to be found in the Christian
faiths; it is in man himself that evil resides; hi is inclined to evil,
| do not want to become thecolecgical here, but | employ these terms, which
are most exact and lucid, without hesitation. The dogma of original sin
s the religious expression and expianation of 2 nztural fact, man's in-
nate inclination to disobedience znd |icence,"

Men have often tzken offense at hearing the spirit of the Revolution cailed anti-
christian., The followirg remark of Mr, de Maistre was thought the height of
wxaggerationg

UThere is in the French revolution a satanic element which distinguishes
it from anything seen before, and perhaps from anything ever to be seen,"

Although he does justice to the grand and promising symptoms of our age, Mr
Guizot writess

"Ng one is more strorgly convinced than | of the immense errors and
fatal bewilderment of our times., No one fearc and detests more strongly
than | the sway of the spirit of the Revolution and the danger with which
it threatens us, that incarnate Saten, at the same scepticzs] and fanatical,
anarchical and tyrannical, which passionately seeks to deny and destroy,
inczpabie of creating anything which is susceptibie of [ife and yet not
aliowing that anything is made to live within its sight. | beiong to those
who think that it is absolutely necessary to overceme this fatal spirit and
t0 restore to its place of honor and authority both the spirit of order
and of faith, which is the spirit of life and of preservation,"

Just s at the beginning of our history, the spirit of Satan has sald to man:
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eritis sicut Deus. That is why, 2s Mr, Buizoet has szid, our fathers of 1789
were condemned to pass from the prospectis of Paradise to the scenes of heil,

"Npt oniy is the i8th century a century of passionazte sympathy for, but
also an idofatrous adoration of humanity. For that reason especially it has
ceased to be Christian." Constantiy one is forced to recognize in the agita-
tions of our age the revoit of human pride which deifies itself and which
boasting of its pretended independence, szys of the |iving God: "We do not
want Him to ruie over us"; say to the God of revelation, history and nature:

"l do not know thee at all." - "What Is the bazsic guestion, religiously speeking,
the supreme guestion which preoccupies Ihe minds of todaye [Tt IS the fuestion
put bBetween those who recognize and those who do not recognize @ supernaturai
order, unchangeabie and sovereign, though incomprehensible to human rezson. Tt
is the guestion put between (to mention names) supernsturalism and rationalism,
On the one hand you have the unbeiievers, the pantheisis, sceptics of all sorts,
and pure rationalists; on the cther hand the Christians. Among the ¥irst, the
best - if | may use such an expression - jeave ithe statue of God standing in the
world and in the human heart, hut oniy a statue, an Imange, a piece of marble,

God Himself is there no longet Only the Christians possess the l|iving God." |)

VIiil WHAT WE MAY EXPECT FROM ROME [N THE STRUGGLE

AGAINST THE REVOLUTION, CR: ULTRAMONTANISM

UNABLE TOUO COMBAT THE REVOLUTION SUCCESSFULLY.

I have just called to your attention that, in the struggle against the Re.
vulution, Christianity has found eloquent defenders among the Catholics, Is it
therefore necessary to conclude that Rome is capzble of resisting successfully the
spirit of the =ge? '

Certainly not; these apolngists are only strong when, putting aside—-the
distinctive traits of their Chur :h, they appeal to the truly universal Christian
church, remembering the sayings Christianus mihi nomen, catholicus cognomen.

Far be it from me to discount the inestimable services which a Christian
Rome during the first centuries of the Middie Ages has rendered, either to re-
ligion, by propagating the Gospel, or to society, by erecting a moral barrier
against tyranny and favoring the birth and the development of the European |i-
berties. But the degenerated Rome, @ Rome onposed to any evangelical rebirth,
an incredulous and superstitious Rome, a Rome assuming a divine authority over
the whole world, subordinating the temporai powers to thw whims of a so-cailed
vicar of Christ, a Rome, now preaching revolt to the nations, now entering into
a profitable aliiance with despotism, a Rome, enemy to leberty, tolerzticn and
knowledge, that Rome is far from being zble to protect or cure, Europe agzinst
the Revolution. To the contrary, twice aiready has Rome prepared the ground and
opened the roads for the Revolution., The 15th century was the prelude of a
universal upheaval, when the Reformation came to stop the revolutionary ten--
dencies in their rapid progress. Three centuries later, when the enervation of
the Protestant churches rendered them incapable of once more exercising their
salutary influence, it was again Rome that, after violently uprooting or snuf-
fing out the life and progress of the gospel in France, by the exile and oppres-
sion of Protestants and Jansenists 2), through her scandalous errors and vices,

1) Guizot

2) . Jansenists: after Jansenius, bishop of Ypres, disciple of Augustine. Fought
for reformation within the R. C. Church, and in his book zbout Augustiine
strongly opposed the Pelagians and Jesuits, - 773 e



her intoierance and immorality, in a short time caused the new opinions to
germinate and the Revoiution of 1789 teo burst out.

Let us not forget that mast of the abuses in the Roman Catholic church
are inseparable from her doctrine, and that her pretended infallibility ren=
ders her Incorrigibie, A change for her would mean self=condemnztion and ab-
dication, This essential chzr=cter of hers makes it her duty to stercotype
her errors and consider her falsest mexims as eternal principles. After an
interregnum fu'‘l of numiilations and disasters, she was seen to pursue the
course of her ambit:ods projects, daringly prociaiming her pretenslons, while
waiting for the occasion and power to realize them. Always the same antl=-
evangelical doctrines, the same disdain for salvaticn by grece alone, the same
exhibition of vain ceremonies, the same Mary-cuitus, but of an increasingly
idojatrous character; always essentially the same system of universal supre-
macy over peoples and Kings; always ithe same abuse of the precept: '"constrain
them to enter," interpreted in tha sense of inquisition and executions, which
ieads to a defence for ihe St, Barthoiomew night, the revocation of the Edict
of Mantes, s0 czifed salutary, rigorous measures and religicus "coups d'Etat,”
worthy exampies for the presentwday generations; ziwsys the same resistance ag-
ainst civi! and political freedoms. Remember the Encyclical ¢f [832; which
curses the zbsurd and ‘2ise maxim, or as the Pope eXpressed ft: the madness,
that freedom of conscience muysti be assured and guaraniced tao every man, and
considers the freedom of the press 2 fatal liberty of which one cannot have
enough horror,

But,; you say, we hsve seen, and still do see, cethollcs; sincerely attached
to their church, who profess jlberai ideals,

Leberal ideas, without 3 doubt, but not princicles of liberty, Observe,
moreover, that this is done, not to combat the Revolution, bui to employ its
maxims for the benefit of the Ultramontane party.

Yet, such an inconsistency ought to astonish us, Hos cen this phencmenon
be explained? et

We are not ®iking now zbout the Catholic who erbraces liberalism with sin-
cere and ardent conviction, Through the power of logic, he shall easily become
fike Lamennails, who yleided ta the Zeitgeist and abandoned his church and
faith, summarizing his apostacy in one antithesis: "On the one hand, the Popal
power; on the gther hand, the human race ~ thst expresses everything."

Nor are we tzlking now about those who act from calculation and have only
thelr particuiar Interests at hear., In 1793 meny a faithful Catholic may have
paid for his devotion with dezth, but now clergy and laymen are seen to gree:
the rising sun tn haste and to bend their knees in France before the Revolution,
in [ts most divers forms, This is the unsuspected witness of Mr. de Montazlembert,
which in a noble way shows how odious and ridiculous the ever increasingly siron-
ger suction of the winning pariy !sg

Tin 1848, immediateiy after the February-revoiutions, @ large number
of catholics, priests and jaymen, were seen to greet, with their agreements

and applaud, s.e2. what they called 3 new eta. In (852 constitutions, dis=
cusslon, perliaments, conirol of the legislatures znd assemblies excite
but laughter and disdain.®

What s, according to him, the secret of this zstonishing change? No extra-
ordinary perspicacity Is necesszsry to discover it. "Ever sgain the highpriests
of force, the singers of success, pretend that they, by acjusting themselves to
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the events of the day, can alsc cause past and future to adjust to the caprices
of their inconslistency."

Without stopping at the ever r curring base practices, of which the pro-
testants are equally guiity, iet us consider the question in itsclf and remem-
her that, where the nature of cathelic absolutism renders it unsultable to com-
bat the Revoiution with success, an alliance between Ultramontanism and the
Revalution Is not at all strangen Hls tory furnishes proof that it can join
Itself to the Revolution, that It can to a certzin voint, assimilate itself in-
to it, in the hope and with the rurruse of dominating it. Formerly the Jesuits,
prea Chqu =z radicalism to suit themszlves, had grzfted the Popal omnipotence in
the permanent sovereigniy of the pequ99 2 universal dogma, appicable to any
form of society whatsoever, That ziready was the system of Rousseau 1), with the

Pope as supreme moderator; he wes the servant of God's servants, ruling the
princes of the earih by way of the savereign peeple. And in our day Lemennais,
when he insisted on z2bsclute senzration of Church znd state znd revelaed him-
seif as zn zrdent defender of ail possible sorts of liberty!, thought that he
had discovercd the only means of really serving the cause of Rome and repairing
{ts power which had everywhere diminshed. He sought to bring it inte direct
communication with the pecpies and, through anarchistic liberty, cause the majo-
rity of votes to triumph, thus by means of 2 handy detour to arrive at universsal
domination.

Ultramontanism can, as & last resort, tempurarily resign itself to abandon
its omnipotence and part.with its right. Staying within the pale of its splri=
tua! authority, it can by re-introducing the Mediaeval system modif ied tc the
exlgencies -of our 2ge co-operzte with the Revelution, by means of their own re-
presentatives and organs, It zllles itself to the governments originating from
the Revolution, to keep (by thn! mutual support) the peoples under the yoke of
a double despotism,

tn various circumstances it can silence its principles in order %o realize
its interests., It undergones the influence of modern ideess, appreciasted them as
3 necessary evil from which sccidental advantsaes may results however, 33 the
stave of fzise maexims which tend to destray .liberty, It is essentially oppased
to that which in the derangements of the spirit of the century, still conforms
te the nautre and rczl, highest needs of the himan spirit, 1t can hide thls
antipathy, tut has neither the right nor the means to teke over the truihs,
which though ﬂiﬂ“d with error, give to the deceptive theories of liberzlism the
"prestige qu! entraime et seduit," 1 was happy to meet ' a spirit of f-eedom In
the writings of, for example, M-, de Radowitz 2) and Mr, de Montalembert. They
beiong, 2s Mr. Prevost-Paradol 3) has ssid, "to those eminent and courageuus
spirits which have conserved within the besom of the Roman Catholic church the
swareness of and love for the true liberty, although they fziled to see these
generally accepted.” He adds, '"The Roman Catholic church as 2 whole, expecially
when the spirit of her lezders is considered, appears to be animzat d with a con-

trary tendency and she considers complete freedom of worship- emd chsolute in-
dependente from the State littie worse than persecution of the Roman Catholic
church. For this he gives the reascn, "Thst is because the ideal of the Roman

1) J. J. Rousseau, French "philosophe”, author of Le Contret Social, the social
contract between governed znd their government, whereby e-ch centractor trans-
fers his freedum to the community and is bound to follow the expression of the
common wills After the sarcsstic Voltaire had destroyed all azuthority in
Church znd Stztes, Roussezu came with constructive revoluticnary writings fer
the reformation uf education, stzte znd society.

2) J. H, de Radowitz, 1797-1853. Prussian generz| and Statesman,

3) L. A, Prevest-Faradol, 1829~1870, French men of letters and Statesman.
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Catholic church, in its relation with the State, is not one of independence, .
but domination, not one of leberty, but zhsclute rul%,” Indeed, eccording te
the principles of the Reman Catholic church, she is insulted and pretends to
sigh in the Babylonian captivity, if she is not free 1o reign and free to per-
secute. In his treatise, Des interets catholiques au 19= siecle, 1852, M¥r

de Montalembert violently reprosches religious suthors for betraying, in the
name of their church, the czuse of f-eedom, for making themselves zdvoczates

and panegyrists of 2bsolute power, =nd imprudently sending the protestens their
defense for the revocation of the Edict of Nentes, thus furnishing them with
the arguments for their daily repezted thesis of the incompatibility of the
catholic influence with the meintenznce of a free government. |1 teke it that
Mr, de Montaiembert has no intention of veiling his principles to serve his in-
terests, and that, dreaming of Rome's alliznce with true libzriy, he shares

the illusions which he gives birth to; but, as | am convinced in this appzrent
alliance with liberzlism, tendencies, very dengerous for us ere hiding., | pre-
fer the enemy himseif to see and point out to me the connection between the
results which | dresd and the premisses which | combat; | orefer the sincerity,
thw logic, the violent and careless stztements of Mr. Veuiliot 1) to the assu-
rance of Mr. de Montaslembert.

| know that protestaznt Christians to whose authority | usually submit my-
self with respect fhET Mr. Guizot and Mr, Stahl do not share my views and do
rot consider the opposition to the ideas of freedom, tclerance, and progress as
inherent in Catholicism,

From a recapituiation of the history of Eurspe during the last three can-
turies, Mr., Guizot deduces severe conclusicns against the Ultramontanistic
system.

"There where catholic zbsolutisr has dominated, it has errested and [
frozen social life; it has struck the nations with sterility; and, by
extinguishing the torch of freedom, it has but established an order with-
out solikity and rez| strength, which has not been able to prevent the
arrivei of the days of severe visitations and which, when those days came,
stood poweriess agzinst their violence and wes almost as inczpsble-of re-
forming as of meintaining itslef.”

But, when he discusses the orsvest difficulties for the true pacification
of the grest intellectuzi powers, to wit the nature of Cetholiciem 2nd the con-
ditions of her harmeny with the new soliety, Mr. Guizot supposes that the catholic
church can sincerely and completely accept, respect, and practice the orincicles
of the SQ:Erﬁ*ian of spiritual znd temporal powers, separzticn of church and
stzte (Mletzt religieux et |%etzt civil."). According to him the ohstzcle,
mare of a hFStDrlC’l than logical cheracter, arises form past events and the
former manifestztlon of two powers rather than from their essential principles
and their prcsen\nd"yrel_.lans. There can be z development of moral activity,
of social power, of public prosperity; there, where, says he, "a careful and
intelligent catholicism prevails wh|ch allows itseli neither to become the in=
strument nor the ruler of civil power — as in France, Belgium, and 2 part of
Germany." 2). What is this careful and intelligent C.thDIECISm? Is it a con-

1) L. Veuillot., 1i812-i833. French Roman Catholic writer, defender of Ultramonta-
nism.

2) Introduction a |'Histoire de |a Fondztion de la Republigue des Provinces-
Unis, by Mr. Lothrop Motley, Cf., in the Etudes morales, the writings
of Mr. Gulizot du Catholicisme, du Protestantisme et de la Philiscphie
én France,



sistent and logicai catholicism? With Rome driven to compromise (reduite a
transiger), various zccommodztions azre possible; but will the f'exibility

of feebiemess pers.st when Rome, seeing a means of recapiuring power, con-=
siders it no longer necessary? [f the exception required by circumstance, to
which one gladly resigns oneseif in times of perll, becomes the rule, what
then must be seen as the Roman Catholic principles: e.g. the conduct of the
Beifian clergy in 183G, which joining force with the Revolution, profits of
the freedoms, or the Encyciical of 831 which condemns these same |iberties?

As for Mr, Stzhi, he affirms that neither the temporal suppremacy of the
Pope, nor the persecution of heretles by to which Rome has exercised her pre-
tense of infziilibility. They are less important maxims, with which Rome can,
according to him, well part. | appreciate the spirit of justice and impartia-
ity towards the Roman Cathoiic church, which is evident herein, but hesitate
to go that far.

1f Rome comes to recognize, in principle, the independence and integrity
of the temporal power; if shw renounces the universal sppremzcy of the Pope;
if she no mare zssumes for herseif the right of neither deposing a heretical
king nor of deposing him from succession to the throne, nor of reiessing the
subjects of their oath; if the buii of Bonifzce VIiil proclalming that the
spiritual and material swords are both in the hands of the Church, thet the
fatter oyght tc be employed for the Church and the latter by the Church, Is
no longer the authentic epitome of the omnipotence to which Rome aspires;
if Rome, = justing herse|f to the exigencies of the modern '"droit des gensy
revokes the arrangements which nuilify in the Treaty of Westphalia all that
which deals with tolerance towzrds Protestants— a tolerance which during the
congress of Vienna, in 1815, wss called impious and criminals if the Catholic
church, after the hopes of Mr. Guizot, |limits herself to mzintainign her in-
fallibility in the religfous sphere, i.e. limits it te the relstion betveen the
spiritual power ~d the faithful; if she disavews those who, in our days yet
¢ considered her most zeaious and sincere organs, declare that, in spite of the
course of events =nd ideas, the right of Christ’s representative on earth fs
still the same, that the subordinztion of all and everything tc the Pope s
the normal state and the independence of sovereign is a2 rebellion, and [Therty
and equality of reiigion s reversal of the divine order; if Rome, in short,
adapts what it formerly cursed, then doubtlessly we shali be disposed to re-
cognize that the regenerated Catholicism i's able to join us, in order tc com-
bat with success and tuo the mivantage of Christien civilization, the errors of
the Revolution. But, zs long =5 Rome has not thus pronounced her own death
sentence, let us not begulle ourselves with an unfounded hope, When she necds
our heip, she can offer us her hand; but, when chances become favorzble, it is
her duty io extirpate us. When the Reveviution, treating =11 positive religious
convictions with the same disdeiny or even, considering them as the greatest
ohstzcie to human devejopment, menaces and persecutes them wiilh an equai hatred -
then, in such @ danger, without @ doubt, the distinciiens between christians
vanish, "Sound sense telis them that they e il fecing the same enemy, much
more dangerous for them than they can be for each other; for, if it triumphs
{1.0e; The Revoiutiecn), it would cruch them all with one blow, They shall
need ali thelr re-united forces and sli their efforts to triumph eventually in
this war, and save at the same time Christienity and society." The necessity of
a commen resistance cen give birth to some scrt of temporai union. But Mr,
Guizet coes not seem to have sufficiently tazken into sccount that in Catholi-
clsm®s very nature there are insurmountable obstzcles tec 2 real and permanent
alliance. Catholicism sees in the Reformaticn the germ of the Revoiuticn,
And from her point of view she is right; and observe well, she Is right, not
only with regard to a pseude, Protestentism, which is indeed nothing but the
Revajution in the sud, but aiso with regard to Evangelical Protestantism. As
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th bic church identifies herself with the divine truth and divine
2 5 hersclf the official interpreter of God's word, sdmits of ~o
o e Holy Spirit byt ”lt“nv* her owr bouncdsries, she invariably

i
f the scrioture, studied under the invocation of

vereignty o
sovareignhty aof individual reason, brands pbedience
i

with the

=

God as revolt 2gainst his so-called vicar, and pretends that, If it is
I lowed to insinuate that atheism is l|ogical rationalism, it is still mare
mitted to say that Protestzntism is nothing but inconsistent retionalism,
raation on the other hand, €an not “~rget what is &lse znd fatel in
amontenistic catholicism, (Papism). Here, too, man hes been put
5Ce er Sod. ]* is at the soverzignty of man, proudly proclaimed or

a1 d the REVﬁlutiDn both arrive, be it

A;z‘ns{ this double cpposition, against a sysiem which

nothing but orgsnized resistance, the Reformatiot
inciple of true suthority and of true |iberty: comes
cns the empore of modern jdeas; comes to bring
5f3 his timste disires, by proclaming, as the source
guarentee for his rights, the sovereignity of God, the

(Y ok

[ X THE REEORIAT al ONE IS LE T8 OVERCSHE
THE REVOLUTICH BY REMAINING FAITHEUL TO
FHE BOSPEL ANB THUS LAYING ELA| H
. FORMATION CF MOBERN . INFLUENCE OF
PHE. REFORNAT ION. OGN FOLITICS.
Certzinly, "to whichever church they may beleng, zll Christians have
& common Cause. They must-defend the Christisn faith and the hrlctrcﬁ Law
imriety znd znarchy.™ 1} But, to sccom-lish this tesk, nothing less ls peeded
then the Christiagn fruth —dufts original simolicity, ourety, and cower: the
Giolical, evangelical, apostolical christianity, the fsith of the Lhurcb—*lFL
o T CRE = Y, = Eoa o AR 5 -
o7 the Reformers, of all those who heve desired to know nothing but Jesus Uhlrsa

and Him crLCinfﬁ, nothing but szlvetion by greste through the biood of the cross,

The Gossel alone, freed from all fetters, freed from the superstitions in which
R&mQ holds and degenerates it, cantriumph over the Revolution. The truly Anti-

reyolutionary princinle is the Gospel which remgins ever the same, the sum OF

Jusulre which always, a2fter the night of erro-s, dissipates the shazdows and re-
=rrises on the horizon. It desiroys the Revolution in its root, silences its
decentive reasoning, and thus removes LhE very obstzcles by whlch the charaqgter
of liberalism itself makes the realizstion of its promises impossible. The righis
of man, in so fzr-as 'they are trur and sslutary, the improvements, the zdvantzsges
which, under the revolution's influence, remain "tonias," become rezlities
through the development of Evangelical maxims.

Freed from a fatzl alloying (fr. "alli=ge"), the medern ideas become evange-
lical ideas. Rome combats them, but they sre found back in 2 positive, acriptural
Christianity, There is but one road to zbtain the benefits which the Fevolution
promises: take up and pursue the work of the Reformation agein., This is the true

1} Guizot



and only means of stripping the Revolution of its prestige and power, of taking
sway its reason for existence, and of exterminating it in men's minds,

To that end we must orenly repudiate the fazlse Protestantism which is the
natural ally of the Revoluticn. The motives, nature, point of departure, de-
veidpment znd resuiis of the Reformation must be recalled, tm r8#t—twroter
it is essential to charscterize the grezt and holy quarrel which for 150 years
has domin-ted Modern History. This necessity becomes doubly felt 2t a time
when Roman Catholicism on the cne hand, a degenerzte and unbelieving Protestantism
on the other, vie with ezch other in attempting tc corrupt and render unrecog-
nizable the principel traits of this Christian regenerstion and make z simple
raliticzl or social movement, Instezd of possessing things in common with revel-
utionary elements, the Reformation by nature rejects them. It is not encugh to
recognize that it could have neber brought about a social change by itself, as it
condemns the use of viclence in a1l things. | must add that by causing the Chris-
tien principcle to ;rQVﬂil - i, e. ohedience proceding from love to God, shown to
the servant of God -~ by anDruln?t|ng in all things the hum~n authur|tv to _the

divine authority, it has reaffirmed the power by replacing it on its true base;
iT h=s mevtrstizeT and Lilled many germs of rebellion oroduces especially towards
the end of the Mjddle Ages, whether by a false ap lication of the ”Pruit Romain, ™
gr by & hasty Gﬁthhﬁl’aﬁ for the republican recollections of anticuity.” At the
time mzny Protestants, even those sincerely attsched to the Gospel, thnuqh i Qro-
rant of the true n3 ture of literzlism and failing to see in the reveolutionary up-
heavals anything but excesses insecparzhle from 2 bzttle, considered it an honor
to establish cennections and resemblances between the Revolution znd the Refor-
mation, !, however, insisted on the contrast. "Peocple cften speek about analo-
gies between the Revolution and the Reformstion; let us try to give a resume of
fhat—TIC RevolutTToOn t2Kes iis starting pofnt in the soverejgnity of man; the
Reformaiion in the soverelcnty of God. The one judges revelation by reason, the
other submits re=zson to revealed truths. The former cives free reign 1o indivigua
o inions, the lztter brings unity of falth. The former loosens all socisl, yza,
even domestic ties, the latter draws them tighter znd senctifies them. The Re-
formation triumphs through the death of many mertyrs, the Revolution mzinteins it~
self through m:s;r_rea. The Revoluticon comes up from the =byss, the Reformatiion
descends Trom heaven,”

| darcd to hope thzt these preconceived opinions would disappear in the face
of = serious examination.

"Many are the me=sns," | zdded, "for rectifying such errors today. Mr,
lMerle d'Aubigne oublishes his Histoire de |a Reforme, so well=suited to
dissipate by its simplicity and the detalls of the stery, the prejudices
of an often complete ignorance. Mr, Ranke profusely sprezds the treasures
of science in works where one finds everywhere 3 conscienticus expositian
of the #cts. In Germzny znd elsewhere men turn with renewed enthusiasm

to the study of the past., Let us therefore be confident; we only neged a
criticasl and honest examination.m 1)

This confidence was not disapreinted. The historical studies have consi-
derably medified the judgments of criticzl men. They vie with each other in
proclaiming that, unjustly, only the negative side of the Refcrmation has been
seen., As an examole | cite Mr. Guizot, who, after hzving formerly said, in his
Cours d¥Histoire Moderne™:

"The crisis of the 16th century wes nct simcly of a reformatory nature;
it wes essentially revolutionzry,
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It is impossible to teke from it this ch=zrzcter, these merits and vices,"
recently affirmed, "it was not only to throw off a yoke, but also to pro-
fess and prectise 2 fzith, that the Reformation began and was carried on
with perseverance; the vacment was In principle, essentially relig:our

A similar opinion has been expressed by & Catholic writer, Mr. de Remusat B

UThe princicle of the Reformzticn is not & certain theary about the
constitution of the church, nor in some doctrine cencerning the Lord's Su-per
znd the other szcrazmentis, nor in hatred of the Pore's excessive power; even
less is it a gener-i spirit for innovation, a generzl desire for resisting
oppressiony even less, if this is possible, Is it the idea of opposing
reascn to fsith, or even investigation to authority. The principle of this
religious revojution is religious; nor revolutionary, It is the arinciple
of justification by faith, and anly by faith."

In the field of religion the Reformztion has been z Reveil™ (Awakening),
which has called into being the Evangelical churches gnd has even exerted a salu-
tary influence on the Catholic church. Let us see once more how, in the political
sphere, it has beceme the foundation (ground) for the many ideas which have
wrongly been considered as discoveries an” conguests of the Revolution,

Fggl;éilﬂjidmg t is often =id, has spirit of |liberty, cathoclicism the spirit
5}

i
of guthority, This is z misconcention, Thus one fails to aporeciate the basis,
the chars ct"r and the work of the Reformation, 1t has not put liberty over and

against ahLI‘r|tk*_¢l_hh¢mde¢h:nﬁpd =n zrhitrary and illegitimate authority, by

re—establishing t aythority of God's Word and the Holy Spirit. That is pre-
Cisely why, stznding on this 'mmuv.ule b-sis, it hes been azble, without fear, to
allow the principle of & liberty whose source, rule snd !imit was obedience 10

God, to work through. It has thus, in = large me-sure, given the rights and |iber-
ties, where of the Revolution hss merely unfulded the megnificent crogram.

It is the Reformation which, agzinst the pretentions of Rome, has founded the
independence of civil government not on the caprices of monarchs but on the tFder

desired by divine law - not, to legalize an arbitrary power, but to remind, who-
gver exercises pawer, of his dependence upon God, who eniruqis that power io nim
and will demand on -ccount for it, The sovereign thus becumes, from ~apal subor-

dinate, God%'s minister, Sovereignty by the grace of God, the Dlvine Right, stant=
ing against ecclesiastical pretenticns znt the zrhitrariness of the majority of
votes under all forms of government, be it momarchial or republican, is the Toun-
dation of the responsibllity of every sovereign to the King of kings and of the
submission of the subjects to the suthority, out of love to Him from Yhom

that suthority proceeds, Therefore, separstion of the spiritual and temporal po-
wers, distinction between Church znd Stzte, not in order to m=he of despotism the
fundamental izvis not, as has heen said 2), in erder ta deny the elernal charter
of rights and duties a2g=inst which all arbitrary en! unbounded power is crushed,
but on the contrary, in order to submit Church and Stete, ezch in its own schere,
en zll power in he ven:and
e, but the Stete withdrawn

.l'

i
to the immedizate authority of H.m to Whom hzs been gi
on e=rth, in order toeirblish, net the atheistic St;

.L

]
from the influence sf the clergy (1!'Etat Ie:uue), the zhsolutism of the Stat
but the Stszte subordinate to the divine will, the uhrisTi?ﬂ State,

It is the Reformation which, through the nature of i1s precepts and the sac-
rifice of its martyrs, has causeu wie rights of the individual to prevails

1) Ch. de Remuszi: 1757-1875 ~ French Stzlesman

2) Lamennais. 298 =




When the power had finmally found bzck its foundation, "the princicle of indivi-
duslity,” says Mr., Vinet, "received from the hznds of the reformers, not an ex-
nlicit confirmation, but irrefutable preofs of its right."™ The Reformation szfe-
grards ithe most intim=te and most szcred essence cf liberty from every sort of
socialismy; be 1t catiulic, anclent, or contemporary, It safegrards jt fri—- %=
revc|utionary ides that the Staste is the orgzn of the gin:ralﬂwiil, befu e whose
omnizotence all public and private rights vanish,

it is the Reformaijon which, by preaching znd practicing absolute submission
ta the"divine will, obedience to men for the szke of obedience to God, resis—
tsnce to humen faw 25 scon a2s [T Decomes conirsry to 1ne JIVInE'E3W"—Bnd which
by revindicating personal responsibilty and independence has arepared the road
for frecdom of conscience and freedom of investigation.

All truths, zli fiherties, are related to each other, They oroceed from
the same principle and are but the various applications Gf it. It should not
be difficuit to trace and bring hack to their common origin such things as
equaiity before the law which is the true system for the welfare of all humanity,
fraternai love and nationality. On the bzses of the Reformation a constitutional
jaw could be worked out, which would be but the simultanecus and harmonious de-
velopment of order and |iberty.

Indirectiy and through nzturzi connections the Reformation has exercised an
incalculzhle infjuence unon legislative and political.develosment, ypon the
forms of government and the guarantees of [:bkru\. This sympathetic bond has
been clarifizd by Mr. Guizot, in a passage which, although mure dir;ct1; related
to the history of England, is equalily appliczble to protestantism in gener=als

"The energeticaily working coenscience crested audacious ideas and
plancs reiigious beliefs werz in need of palitical rights; men began to
reflect why they did not enjoy them zny longer. Who was unsurping them,
an what grounds, and what necded to be done %0 regzin them? The thoughts
of the middie=cliass man, even of the peasant; extended well beyond that of
his own condition. He wis a Christian. With his friends “e probed the
mysteries of the divine power; what esrthly power was so lefty that it
need no lenger consider it! 1, the Holy Scriptures he read the laws of
God, To ohey them nhe ﬂas forced to violatz cthers. He had to censider
when the *tor had to be discarded. He, who inguires into the limits of
the rights a. a master, will soon be locking for their origin,?

When awakened 1n matiers of religiocn, the spirit of investigation soon
spread to all spheres of intellectual activity. Inre cminding man of the dignity
of nis origin and destiay the Reformstion made the despicaibe char cter of &
dull resignation and the Intoierable charactler of an oppressive yoke keenly

felt. it taught appreciation for the privilege of the voluntary cbedience of
the petple, of their participation in the manzgement of the affsirs of the com-
munjitys Fy it the Reformation prepgar=d and determined the progress by which'
the modern stote has hecome or strives to ecome a public concern instead of a
government of some individuals,

As Reformed Chtistians in the Netherlands, we hzve the more reason id call
home these benefits. More than any other church has the Reformed Church foun-
did model oovernments, wherein liberty, far from dealing cower a staggering
biow, has esizblished it on solid foundations. Cne can enumerate the exira=
vagancies and faults of zn excessive znd passionaie Puritsnism. Nevertheless,
it remains true that the great soccizl improvments effccted protestantism, are
3 result of the Reformation. !t was the result not of an "uncertain, servile
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Reformatlion more attached to temporz| interccts than beliefs, which alarmed
by the movement which had fiven hirth fo it, tried to borrow from Catholicism
everything that it could possibly t2ke along when they separated, It was the
outcome of 2 spontaneous, ardent Reformation, disregzrding mundane censidera-
tions, zccepting the conseguences of its principles. |In short It wes a spiri
tual revalution begun in the name zn? with the passion of fsith."l) Consider
England; consider America. An unimpeachabie witness, Macauly, attejts; Espe-
cially to the Reformstion does England owe her political and intellectual
freedom and al! the blessings which flow from it." A wirter whose judgment
with regard to the U.S.A. has egqual suthrrity, Mr. Bancrofft 2), recalls,
giving the same testimony, that it is scrupulously Bibliczl protestantism
transplanted to an other hemisphere which has produced there, zs in Europe,
splendid results: ™The English peogle have become protestant through the
Puritans," This is alsa the cese in my country. The more one studies the
history of the United Provinces, the more one is ferces to recagnize that
the Reformation, completely and rigorously cerried out, (bocld towzrds men
because of humbiec and complete submission to the Vord of God), that the pious
inflexibility of the evangelical protestants hes been the cause of our popular
| iberties, cur national independence, and our orosperity. Liberty Tlourishes
under the shietd of faith. Hac nitimur hanc tuemur: leaning on the Bible,
we maintzin our liberty. 3) That was the motto end history of the Republic.

i

cehtury the snirit of religious fsith and of politicel liberty held their
sway side by side. The pioreers of faith had a- anchor to which they
clung, a compass which they trusted. The Gospel was their Magna Charta,
Despite their pride they humbled themselves before this law, which

they did not make." ;

"t was England!s fortune,!" writes Mr, Guizot, ™that in the 17th
a1

-

And, passing to the American revolution, he adds:

"The morz| gravity and good practical sense of the old Puritans per-
sisted among most American adm'-ers of the French 'philosephaes!. "By far
the greater part of the American peorle remzined deeply religious, as
strongly attached to their dogmes as to their leterties,”

The Gospel can claim an aboundznce of happy results, but the Revolution will
always end in disappointments, Why w-s the English Revolution successiul?
This 15 the titie of 2 discourse of Mr. Guizot., It is & titie with 2 two-

fold meaning, for it contzins and silently presumes znother cneg  Why did the

French and Eurepean revolution fail? With respect tu our future, the problem
if of immense interest. The author presents the cguestion es follows:

"The English Revolution has succesded twice, | should |ike to ask
what the causes are which brought in Englznd to the constitutional mon-
archy and in British America to the republic, that lasting success which
France and Eurcpe until now pursue in vain, present, through the mysterious
trials of the Revolution, which well or i1l rcceived, will mzke the nations
great or cause them to err for Centuries.! '

The contrast is mysterious only in zppesrance. The ephemeral construction;
the perpetual set=h=cks of the spirit of the Revolution are the inevitsble re-

1) Guizot
2 G, Bancrofft. 1800=189), Americen author and statesman,

3) Legend near the image of the virgin lesning on the Bible, carrying the lance
of freedom; on the "coins" A.D.1590, 1615, zs stogan of the United Netherlands,
Later, from 1681=1800 legen! of the f3,~, fl;~, f0.,50 znd f0.25 coins.
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sults of the weakness and impotence of the men who turns his back upon his
Creator,

"Excenpt Jehovah bulld the house, they labour in vain that build it.
The fear of the 'ord is the beginning of wisdom. Men tzke counsel to-
gether against Jehovzh, and against His Anointed, saying, 'Let us break
their bonds asunder, znd cast away their cords from us.' He that sitteth
in the hezvens will laugh. The Lord will have them in derision,”

Before political liberty will triumph, the Revolution, systematically re-
beilious against the divine order, will have to make room for the Gospel. No-
thing is in store for that Revolution but 2 constantly renewed Tantalus-torment
and Sisiphus—izbor, 1t will ever desire unattzinzble fruits =nd ever see the
stone, which it laboriousiy rolled up the inaccessible summit, tumble downward,

R FALSE CONSERVATIS

{1s Antirevelutionary the szme zs Conservatism?)

icnary princinle is no other than the Christian principle,

The Anti=Revojut
the Reformation. |t is but the faith in the living God,

the principle of

The religious guesticn is the first and most important gquesticn'and contraols
and contains the poliiical guesticn,

it is @ matter of returning o the eternal truths, N more, no less. In
my opinion, the anti-revoluticnary party is "the party of The Christians, a partiy
distinct from all the others in that, properly speaking, it is not a party, IS
a patrty which will never allow its elf to be incarporated, neither with the
ministry, whatever it may do, nor with the oppcsition, whatever it may desire,
but which, in accordance with justice, will now join the ministry, now the —
0ppos .tsuw, and if necessary, will distantiate itself from both." |)

There is for man but one salutary and legitimate course: the one of faith
and obedience to the Divine Revejation znd the Divine Authority. One must
return to it, If one has had the misofrtune of having stirayed from it. This

spirit of conservation which preserves the foundaticns which protect society
is for that very reason the spirit of true progress, We desire no other return,
ne other comservatism, no other reacticn,

There are twp kinds of conservatism which we reject with equal firmnesss:

nroposes to revive the past, not understanding

that Many attemp r on will seon end in s hideous caricature; that
ane cannot at wi ca into being again and that, If this is ailempted,
nothing Sut empt orn " 2) This conservatism which shows 2 redicu-
jous and fatal attach rthing that is old and obsolete, which Torgets
that life is only preserved by growth, that =211 that lives |s subject toc change,
that existence s revesled by movement and progress, would even be inclined to
revive the zbuses which the Revaolution hes done awa y with, It would be willing




to undo the conguests of the modern mind and the improvements which, in spite of
the revolutionary spirit, have been the good znd laudzble results of the socizal cc.
mmoticns: the frecdom of religion, abolition of the excessive prlvi[egeS'of no-
hility end clergy, equality before the |-w, reformation of the penal laws, unity

of the civi! right, political centralisztion and the regular intervention of the
nations in the government of their affai

Secand, the rcvuuutaanarx_ccqﬂcrvotlon¢ which frlghtnned by the consequences

of the princioie & Which |t gdopis, rejects the consecuences, but persists in its
&PFors. 1t stops, not o uew-rtﬁT‘hTr“TE_EEEFse but in order not to be dragged
3Tong zny further; which, ail things considered, is but a stetus guo, @ statien,
2 halt, from which the chariot, af?er a forced rczt, bre=ks down the hatrier and
roiis on with frightening speed., A conservatism which, in governmental ferms and

exceptional jaws behind which it concesls itself, offers only shart=lived guarzn=

teesy which disas;ear in the moment of peril, which everytime by a new experiment
demonstrates that material force =nd viclence yield to logic. We scorn this pre-

carious and d?ﬂgEfGUo assistance. We, tog, do not waent the contra-revolution, but
the opnosite of the Revolution. :

Often have | been reprozched for a statement which | did not meke acciden=
+=11y, but which | uszd after mature deliberation: '"Qur isclation s ouwrsirengih."
wWhzt does this mean? it me=ns that we are not a nuznce, blending with other nuan-
ces, inte ocne znd the same pariy; that we are a distinct party bound to the eternal
and unrecognized truths, to a principle which is opposed by many opinions which,
however different they may be or appesr to be, entertzin the same disdain for that
which in our cpinion is the indispensable condition for the socizl erder,

Separation is required here, At lezst, if we join other parties, we must
carefully see to it that we are not assimilated by them. One so easily runs the
danger of remaining in the background, of humiliating cneself, of being swa | | owed
up. Moreover, we must stand outside the revolutionary current and hzve an un-
shakeable basis In the zuthority of the divine laws, in order not to be swept a-
fong by the wide~spread enthusiasm.

XKi CONSERVATISM AND PROGRESS
{Does the Anti-fevolutionary Frincig!e
confuse Religion with Politics?)

Thus to defend fre anti-revolutionary princi-le, the objective truth, the
historic continuity, in the Church =2s well as in the State, [s that cenfusing
rellgicn and poiltics?

Certainiy not: for the princiules, the Interests, and the dzngers are the
4 ¥ 3 g

"The intzrcots of the civil authority and of the Christian religion
are ohviously the same; the divine and hhman orders, Church and State,
face the same dosngers and the same enemiegs," 1)

In the higher regicns of the general principles it is gbsurd to wish for a
division of religious and political truth, On that level war [s waged against

the same doctrine, equally destructive of Church and Stste, morzlity and jus-

i} Guizot



tice, When attention is paid to that connection and this indisscluble bond is

not broken, religion is no more sacrificed to politlics than politics to religion.
Nojther are the live znd regenerative forces in society parzlysed or is the spirit
of improvement znd progress oppesed. To the contrary. Thus religicn is assured
of her iegitimate influence. Thus a new impetus Is given 10 2n illuminated poli-
ice. Thus the road to rezl reforms IS opened, That which renders them imprac-—

ticable is put -t of the way, by bznishing the pernicicus and detrimental prin-
ciple of the Revoftuion,

0%t have | been accused of not wanting progress. 1f this Is to say that |
have not wanted to keep z course which seems dangercus znd wrang, | fully accept
rozch. To renounce error is ihe initial and most Important progress on.

1T the doctrines which result in $o many errors and
d4 and the traditional rights must be restored as they
¢, crystaliized through the free zcts of men and under

4

L

were formed, and, so to sa)
laws.,

control of Godfs eternel

Loyal to this precept of an Inteliigent poler
myself opposed to the anarchistic principie znd th
and revezls itself,

mic, | have constantly declared
e maxims in which it incorporates

gpposed to the creweminently revelutionzry inclinatien and sin, incli-
hation towzsrd znd sin of destruction to give himself the proud pleasure cf
creating. Agalnst the malady shich lesds man to consider everything per-
ceivable, persons and things, rights and fects, past and nresent, zs an inert
mass which can be disposed of at will and be moulded into any desired fashion,
Against the error which, though prezching the sovereignty of the peronle,
considers the people an iminense aggreqate of individuals - soO mzny thousands,
so many miilions counted in 3 certain territory, contsined in and represented
by one singie number which is now called King, now Assembly." 2)

i

¥— Against the absolutism of the ma jorit Agzinst ihat o_pl
unjty WhRTch Tn TNe mame oF The soyvereign petple, under & centralizing and adminis= —
i;gj!vc voke, forces men intg e nzssive ghedience - even in the restricted circle

of local Interests. Against tne testruction of the influenze of oifted minds,
against the abolishment of social distinctions after which desnotism remalns so-—
ciety's oniy refuge,

"

/s wanted to remove every germ of trouble and disselution,

But, afthough | thu
lence of the principles which | profess, znd led by them,
ecila E

canfident in the excel C

| did not hesitzte to declare myself 2 zezlous advoczte of 2l useful reforms, ©f
all real and tawful progress, of all that which, be it opposed to the ambition of
the Zeitgeist or in conformance 1o it, lezds man on in the course of 2 Christian
civilization, | hzve zpolauded the sjow, stesdy, transformation ¢f the personal
sower into power of the state and the influence of the renublican sentiment on the
monzrchy in general, and On ours in marticular. | applauded the participation of
the fdeosle in the legisiative affairs the censtitutionzl regime. not in the sense
of the modern reformers as hzving no besis sxcent their chimerical thecries, but

'n sccordance with.the nature of man, with the history and institutions of the
country, i.e., the writien constituticns, nat those which exist on paper orily, but
sy

those jaws which sum up, coordinzte =nd perfect the naticnal and traditional rights.

There Is no one who mare fervently than 1 has wished for the realjty of re= 1)

]j L1201
2} ©Gulzot
3} Cf. Adviezen, 1840, P |16,



presentative government - the natural develooment of my country's gleriocus his~
tory, For me the sovereignty of the House of Orance, the final award for an
age~old struggle for national independence and the peosle's rights, has always
heen indissofubly bouynd up with the constitution as It is loyslly applied and
inviolable even in the most thre=tening crises. But, without denying the impor-—
tance of constitutional guarantees, | hsve'zhove zll sought the strength of the
government in the sympathies of the pecple, in the memorizs of its past, in the
popular ity of the dynasty, in the energy, the morzlity and piety mhlch ‘armmrly
founded znd consoiidated the authority of the Republic., Nobody, in word or deed,
has been more zealous for publicity, for the freedom cf the -press in general and
of the reriodical conservatism which, whether prompted by personal interest cr

by fesr, scmetimes remzins indefferent and inactive, sometimes zbandons itself to
vialent excesses which ﬁO“t cften are due t& its excessive fears and terrors,
Mohody hass shown himself a jre ter enemy of bureaucracy, autocrzcy, parlizmentary
or royal 5rratrcrtﬁes BUL, in spite of my sincere desire to cooperate with
regard to political betferment, | w=s deeply convinced that ng farm of 20VeEi-
ment and constitution is of any effect, unless theyae rooted in the histeric
and divine right.

PR

As early as the memar=hle ye |
ments 1815 and the attempis to C1|mlﬂa
ciz! unity znd amelgamation of the gove
Netherlands, In an ipaevitzblez schism,
tages and insufficiencies of the constituti

o
arovided such a form of go gvernment is consid

bt

nd 1820, when the diplomatic arrange-
t | differences through an artifi-
s ended, for the Kingdom cf the
ati mp'ed to domonstrate both the advan-—

i government. There are advantages,
d and used, not as an obsiacle,
but as the surest mezns of estzbllishing desi le relztlons and a mutual support
bety. government snd nation. | did not cease to paint out the dsnger of such

gevernment with which the King wzs then so plea&fi, the nacessity of

1q ministers who were tools of the King's will, with a true 1inir+rw, an
he ‘sovereign, resahonsible to throne anc patiotn,
5] that, not by giving in te the current opinions or by
ying on the administrative snd materizl forces,, but by teking intoc zccount
real necds, lawful Cdﬂ”'c[ s, naticnal sentiments, religious beliefs, and
irrd rights, we could rally all men of gred will, disarm the zgitators gnd

T grave perl.s, And when the King, who loved to listen to the most diver-
't oplinions, sometimes also condescended to ask mine, | ellowed myself to add
on every occzsion with 2 respectful frenkness th
there was no possibility of success. Incessantl

41
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ent
that time I thought

- without z change of princinles

i
at
y [ 2ddads

"0ne condition must first be fulfilled; for nothing that should be
done, can be done; nothing will suffice, nothing will be truly useful, if
you, Sir, do not renounce liberalism, whose ido| you have been and whose
victim you shall be; 1f you do not know how todistinguish between ‘the
spirit of the Revelution znd the trulw constituitonal and national spirili,
and thus turn agzinst itself the forces with which it threatens you nows if
you do not fully succeed in distinguishing the naztion from a frction led

-stray by fslse doctrines; if you do not abiure the theories which you be—
ia;ed JJr cou ld use, hoping to mod the distinctive tralts of the most di-
erse nopulztiecns inte 3 homogencus whole, Unless the constitutional gov=

rﬁent frcnlt and resojutely embarks on this new course, it will, fer
rom serving -¢ a3 tool for vour purpeses and governed by an erarchistic
f=ction, become the mes=ns of a then inevitsble dissolution of the Kingdom,"

'\-hr‘){—-"l

| especially tried to mske him reclize that tne kevelution could not be resisted
unless men conguered the irrcligious princigle of which the Revolution is but the
jogiczl development and thsat in erder To combzl the tendencies of zn irreligiocus
radicalism, politics must have feith to supnort it.. Mgt a faith which is hastily
formed under the pressuie cf z thresztening crisis, Lyt that fzith which comes from
the heart; not the falth whici serves us, but that faith which dominates us.
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Wnen in 1833, ! voluntarily withdrew from public life, | belleved that
wenceforth | hed 1o continue the battie in snother sphere, Leberalism had
ziresdy dominated public opinlen for a long time, held sway aver the upher
ciesses ofsaclety, and counted almost all of the poeliticlans, prezchers, shlo-
lers and men of letters smong its adherents | thought it essentiz! to return
to the soyrce of the evij and tc combat the rrfjudlccs and errors by publishing
sound studies of History and Constituticnal Lesw. Nevertheless, | did not zl=
ways want to withdraw myself from = more direct end pra ctical activity. Cglled
in 1840 to take nart in the deliberzticns of the Estates General concerning the

revisicn of the Constituticn, | agzin w=s guick to stress the necessity of a
orincipizl, not soleiy a formel, change. To me a new garment did notl seer suf-
ficient proaf of recovery. And in the leng years when. | was free from the work
=nd cares which aftwsys sccompany politicsl participation, | was 2] lowed to dispose

freely of my time and energy, | was happy to aid the attempts of my friends to
FemRoy e *hﬁ castzcles which a timorcus liberatism plzced in°the way of the evan-
gelicz! awskining in Church snd school, There, cnly there, | thought, coulc be
ol i

und ?- guarantees for z ketﬁer future. By CfﬂirOPtlﬁﬂ irreligious nhilosophy
with the ocne 1U‘f Cukux.ic f2tih, | tried to throw licht on the zdvantzges which
evangelieal Frot gniism has ?c cstsbl|sh and reconcile power and liberty.

Histary, which gru~ 1es us with numerocus croofs of this, furnishes a striking
example of that in our cwn country. The course of it is a practical ejucidation
of the Saviour’s wordss "Seek ye first the Kln’dﬁﬂ of God and His righteousness
and all these thing shall be zdfed untc you." How cen we despair of the fu-

ture when we recall the past! |In the midst of grievous disappointments, the

fa2ith and |ife which reacpesred in the Reformed Church seemed 1o foretell better
times., In my opinion this regenerated Church should not be regerded as a |ever
for any politiczl party, but as 2 lesven which, as the parzhle expresses it, is
the only true method of extending God's rufe over every sphere. life,

By thus, for the preservation of our opinion, defending the anti-revolu-
¢ionary principie, 1| have not yei, | think, finished my tzsk. "You have naot yet
anewered the reproach of your friends zt all," men zre sure toc say toc me, For

| orzi of their number de not fight the principle as such; they only

0% the apniicztion which you have msfe, @s soon 25 you, &S & regular

member o :e"liamsni, vere in = position to influence the public course of
oventss By attempting, with the azid of the new institutions, to give ascendancy
to a religlous party, by introducira unsezscnzbly the Christian orincicles into
perliamentzry discussions, by the testing all questiouns to the viewpoint of
your religious zesl, you have contributed toc the seculariztion of the Gospe| znd
the provocaticn of 3 clearly visible hostility towards relicien which through

this peranicicue dicorder is brought to danger and discredit., You almest ferced
the Liberzls to become or seem adverssrijes of Christienity - forced them 1o class
you ant your supporters with the enemijes of the modern stete. Thus the deplarable
abetinzcy with which veu have transported religicus ideas to the political sohere,
hzs orcrsicned endiess misupderst-nding, useless debates, and hzs msde all your

Iabor froitless.

Les us see {f our narlismentsry conduct whelly or partly justifies such a
grave agccusation,
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