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logian and metaphysician, he was privileged- to

the Cardinalate.

universally recognized in the years that preceded

~ glowing enthusiasm. ‘It was, in fact, a matter of
agreement then that, for sheer penetration, depth

equals, among the foremost thinkers of the day.

the lapse of intervening years brought with it an
for altering or qualifying this verdict of apprecia

was, therefore, with feelings of genuine pleasure,

sent to the project in question.

%S;’éN the days when Louis Cardinal Billot occupied
N the chair of Dogmatic Theology at the Gre-
\522 gorian University, the writer was a student at
2 Rome, and, while he never had the pleasure of
a personal acquaintance with this great theo-

be pres-

ent at the ceremony which raised him -to the dignity of -
Moreover, the writer had frequent oc- -
casion to note the affectionate esteem and profound admi-
ration with which his great qualities of mind and heart were

his ele-

vation to the Sacred College by Pius X. In all who at-
tended his public lectures or who read his great dogmatic
tracts, these sentiments were intensified to the point. of

common *
and ac-

curacy of intellectual vision, Cardinal Billot had few, if any -

Nor has
y reason
tion. It
that the

translator; having sought His Eminence’s approval of his
design to publish an English version of - the Critique of
Liberalism, received notice of the Cardinal’s cordial con-

-
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4 . LIBERALISM

Tra : Lo - S
e trugslatlons fso often misrepresent rather than:express
sense of an author, that no one is surpriséd when

Z};e lEerlle%e.sl of tl;'anslation are withheld. Hence, the writer
uld not fail to be touched at thi ’
' is mark of confid
to have grave misgivi i e e
givings as to his own ability
up to the standard that it impli sdes, zs 1s neually
; it implied. Besid 1
o . . es, as 1s usuall
Cleea:aSShZVl%laizpsel’wh;)'se thought is remark;bly keen ang
‘ X inal’s literary style h : s
pean, the : terary style has a’ precision and
) t are simply inimitable :
> S1) so that th ]
bea able, e translator
m ts};cerz)iei‘gisn;lfsgalr of comlfeymg any adequate impression
. Consequently, there remai k
e original. Co ently, , ains no other course
s ambitions to the mod ) i
o1 est sco -
full% ._repﬁodqcmg sense and substance pe of faich
. 1 . . < - '. * K
literarnyafg;ml{i a}?d};}t}on to the inevitable deterioration in
, which is practically inseparable fi
cess of translation, th oo e P
, the reader must bear in mi
present treatise labors und o nat, the
er another disadv
pres S antage, that
C},rjiy’ ofhbemg an excerpt from the Tractatus degE’ccle;it;
rises'zirafg er than an independent monograph. It com
I}){VII,()? tiCt, all the subject-matter treated under Quéstior;
vt athwolik, and loses not a little of its full signifi-
frameworkug’[‘}f e absence of the appropriate contextual.
framework. f]e‘ follo_wmg_’observatiens of the writer on
Obscuritj_ectdo Jbex}-lalxsm aim at clearing up some of the
. tes due. to the.incompl ' i
objcuninies | plete structure of the treatise
- . r : o s ’ g -
Liberalism may _be defined as that svstem of _social.

philosophy_which_proposes_unzestricted.individual-liberty. as

~the panacea for all h i
\.h.d e AR e ot s, S 5o uman llls' -l. 1
equivocal term whic wman il Liberty, however, is an

h adml S L y i SE€nsecs
‘ t Of Such a variet (8]

who make “liberty a cloak for malice” (I Peter, 11 15).

Le . -
et _us begin, therefore, by defining the term in question.

Liberty, in i 1 1

, In 1ts widest acceptation, signifies indii

. in / ation, signifies ind

. , S1g s indiffer

o indeterminism thh..respect to a given course, or Vevr::}?
suc}i:egt to one alternative as contrasted with the o’ther A
U it 1s opposed to necessity, which consists in a detc:rf;ais
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nation to one course to the complete exclusion of any alter- =

native. Determination to one thing, however, may arise

"in three ways, and hence there are three kinds of necessity

and three corresponding kinds of liberty: -

‘1. An agent may be determined to one course rather
than another, by reason of the force, violence, or coércion
exerted by an external principle. Such necessity is called me-
chanical necessity, and 1 characteristic of the movement of
all inert bodies, and even of living bodies, in the measure*®
that the latter are impotent to resist or evade the stress of

" external force. Living organisms, however, are, to some
_ degree, exempt from mechanical hecessity. This partial ex-

emption is termed the liberty of spontaneity and is. char-
acteristic of all viral activity. Thus the direction taken by
a billiard ball is rigidly imposed by action from without, that’
is, by the impact of the cue; but the uncagéd wild beast is
not mechanically necessitated in its movements, and, in this
sense, it is said to be free. True, the spontaneous move-
ments of an animal are dependent in a general way on the

~ various factors. and forces of the environment, but - the

particular direction which the animal’s movement takes 1s
not ‘rigidly imposed, in all its determinate specificity, by
the external forces of the environment. Hence, that the
animal moves in one direction rather than another, it owes to.
tself and not to the external forces playing upon it from with-
out. This sort of liberty, therefore, consists in exemption from
external coércion; it is the liberty of the wild beast, and has
its widest scope in the jungle and in the forest. ,

. Determination to one cOUrse, however, may also pro-
ceed from an internal ground or principle, and then it is
called physical necessity. The inner nature or instinct of a
brute predetermines ‘s attitude towards a given object or
action. Its instincts are hereditary and specific.. Conse-
quently, its conduct exhibits a certain kind of regularity
and invariability that makes possible: certain definite pre-

~dictions on the basis of the law of the uniformity of nature,
e. g the bee always builds hexagonal cells and never any
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other ki | 7 | ;
ables rl;l:d' Knowledge of these inner laws of instinct en-
LS. n to control and utilize the’ whole animal world.
_inn}[fw Y necessn'y,_then, Is necessity emanating from an
e ph_;vsz?cra 7’177/‘{2161[])16. [EZ(emption from such necessity is
; iberty or liberty of choice. It i
div Jysiear t1oer ! . It is a preroga-
altﬁthLCh‘dIStlllnlgl}nShes man from the irrational brgte; f%)r,
wess z'ng t,lz;nazz ’ 1s acts, man must necessarily seek Zappi-
partinlon stract, he is not constrained to accept any
pants referform or concrete embodiment of happiness. Hence
ence to particular goods s e K
P : uch as music, k
food, styles of architecture and dress, etc 2 finds of
cally free. ‘This sort of libé il e
responsibility or a of I erbtly entails, as a necessary sequel,
~ 1D] ccountableness - for our
Dienes! conduct.
}]\i\ll)man will ha§ perfect dominion over its consci . [The
erate -acts. Hence such- acts are imputabl

as to their principal is i
r al cause, and th
accountability. ’ 't '8 1o the

e to the will
foundation . of

3 Finally, determination to one course rather than an--

‘other 't ise, 1
may arise, in the absence of all coércion whether

he is physi- -

ous and de-

in
ternal or external, by reason of dependence on the will of

another.” Thi 1ty i

;i[;fhﬁ’l" heT:ls ::cessxt_)lf is called obligation or moral neces-

de'pendent igpte 1or‘dw1 1, upon which the inferior will is

fependent, is rmed authority. The moral suasion which
authority exercises through the intimation of rewaxl‘fis

and penalties does not annul paysi, ; :
will of the inferior is éau;;a' Z;oy‘;lb?v[ liberty.  Morally the

capab ] ] ' 1

Ofpthie io;‘dicf:i.gbeilzence.f Two wills are superior to the will
B g Crua ma?, namely, the will of the Supfeme
Belne _ eaftor of All, and the corporate will of th
- social organism: hence there are two kinds of oy
dwzng and Auman. - Since, therefore s
pression of authority, there are two kinds

thority,

of laws, viz.

divine'laws and human laws. Exemption from all depend- j

ence upon authority is called moral lib
?S‘f independence. This belongs to ‘é}oc; :’igl:,fvt‘]}}‘lzfrcfedom
upreme Being and the fount of all human ;uthorit‘;s ,}t’};e
’ : ’ S

no. superi .
. superior whatever. . Not even- human authority is mo.

b\]t Ph_v.fifﬂll_y it is :

law is the external ex. -
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rally free, since even the corporate will of society is subject
to the will of God, and this is still more true of the indi-
vidual man who is subject to both kinds of authority, the:
human as well as the divine.. Hence, it is only, as it were,
in the inferstices existing between the various divine laws
and in those existing between the various human laws, that
a man can be said to be morally free and. independent.

" Thus with respect to actions neither forbidden nor com-
“manded by divine or human law, man may be said to

possess moral liberty, but, in the absolute sense, such inde-

pendence is the prerogative of God alone. » ,
" From the time of Rousseau onward the philosophers of

" Liberalism have admired and envied the freedom of the

jungle and the forest. ‘Neither have they ceased to affirm
man’s absolute independence in the moral sense of the
word. To emancipate the human individual, not only from
external coércion, but also from all forms of moral suasion,
has been their constant ‘predecupation. Their inferest,
therefore, is confined to the first and the third kind of liberty, .
but, with respect to the second kind, 7. e. the responsible e
freedom of choice, they manifest cither cold indifference or -~
positive hostility. S LA : /
For the liberal, therefore, personal inclination is the
final criterion and norm of all truth, in the religious and
moral, no less than in the scientific and socio-political,

" orders. His fundamental principle, as formulated by Zu-

binski, is the following: «There is no absolute self-existent

standard . of valuation distinct from -individual volition™”

(Truth, Nov., 1918). And this is scarcely more than a
paraphrase of Martin Luther’s famous enunciation of the-
_principle of private judgment: Sic volo, sic fubeo, sit pro
ratione voluntas—So 1 will, so 1 command, let my will
stand for a reason.” This gem of wisdom culled from the

VI Satire of Juvenal was mouthed repeatedly and with.
evident relish by the Monk of Wittenberg. 1t ‘represents

‘the very acme of human perversity, where “reason panders

: . will” (Hamlet, Act 111, Sc. iv); where thought accommo-




- says Gruender, “for which we claim fre
~namely, the rational appetite or will. My

‘eye, namely, my will. - The same must
- cognitive faculties of man, the imagination,
~ntellect. Though their operations are to a

however, the will can so abuse its freedom
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dates volition, where intellect is dethroned and forced to
abdicate in favor of caprice. Not the mind, but the will
is made the judge of truth; and since absurdity does no
violence to the will but only to the intellect, this perversion
of their mutual relationship inclines the mind to hug any
delusion, however preposterous, provided only it be an

- agreeable one, even as it likewise closes the mind inexorably

against all facts and truths that are unpleasant or sug-
gestive of moral obligations. o

Liberator of the human mind. He, we are told, unshackled
man’s intellect and set it free. If so, he perpetrated an
atrocity upon nature itself, since the human intellect neither

is nor ought to be free.. By a fundamental law of nature,
the mind is below truth, not above it, and the function of

~intellect is not to manufacture truth but to accept it, not
. to create its objects but to manifest them.. The will alone

P

is_free, but nature intended the will to follow objective

truth as presented by reason, and not to make reason the .

slave of its own caprice. “There is only one human faculty,”

edom of choice,

: : ¢ eye, when opened
and brought into contact with any. visible object by means

of light, 1s not free. 1 may close it and thus make it im-
possible for me to perceive the beauties of the landscape;
but this does not argue liberty of eye, but liberty of that.

appetitive faculty of mine which controls the use of my

be said of the other
.memory -and

€ 0 a certain: extent
under the control of the will, the faculties themselves are

not free... There is, I repeat, only one faculty of ‘man
which is endowed with freedom: our r

b ption, are governed
by... necessity” (Free Will, pPp- 11, 12). Unfortunatelv,

as to usurp the

.

Luther has been hailed.in song and stofy,as the great |

1 ture.
conception of human na

ational appetency or-
will. All other faculties, without exce Qe iy
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directive function of reason, by r}:laklpg pleasantness 1niste
) - - - . t . ‘
of evidence the criterion of tru , . o

When the truths presented by reason entail no O'bh%:S ‘
tion and leave the will untrammeled, the liberal expe(;le? e
no difficulty whatever in conforming to the :i/cr ic  of
reason. When, however, the truths that the mind prop

disturb the equanimity and complacency of his egoism by

imposing duties or exacting service, the llbelr)al }s L?slgln}::g
imi it considerations by, for

to eliminate such unpleasan » ns t ‘ .

mind to ignore them and to tolerate delusion in their stead

God and social duty are truths of this kind, and the liberal, -

o ‘ - rion
who. is- all for emancipation, and who resents restricti

. under any form, is necessarily the enemy of all authority,

both divine and human. Hence from the very nature

i ; istic
of things Liberalism is, at least 1n tendency;. an atheist

and antisocial philosophy. . Man, hgwevexé lsszssl?:ft?}lrlyii
creature and essentially a social bemgf._ zr}an% reject’ing
asserting the complete independence oh m.zz‘ and rejecting.
the restraints of divine and human authonty, CIDETZ 20

in conflict with human nature itself.

The human race has had a beginning. -It did not

always exist upon this earth. Indeed, geolzi%r]lg:llzssgzzlx;—’
ing, man is of comparatively recent orlg;n&nd , 3 P
ontology tells US},I Do(j'(l:ai}e; (:)ft}}:;? haal:d,omanlli)ind cannot
1 och. '
Elizt%ceeerrlxe sZFf-productive, because that would lmply. ttl::it
e had anteceded ourselves amti acted before we excl:s d
\Ivte remains, therefore, that we owe ourbolrlgm 'ig ?he izry
ide ourselves, and that createdness belongs ¥
comecpr ) To this First Cause, then,
our existence; and the duty of love, reverence, and
o e which nature imposes on us' with respect to our
Obedxilslcivho‘are the proximate source of our existence, 1s
arents, :

i calculably intensified with respect to God, Who is the

ultimate ~source of our existence. In repudiating  divine

“authority, therefore, Liberalism repudiates human nature

itself, and this is equally true,‘whether there be question:
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of the immediate intimation of divine authority through
miracles, or of its mediate exercise through human repre-
sentatives in the Church. = -

In like manner, dependence upon human authority is
an essential attribute of human nature; for man is.naturally
a social being, that is, his- very nature demands-society as
the necessary condition of survival and progress. But the
social organism requires the direction of authority to unite
the minds and wills of its members in a common effort to
promote the public good. Human nature needs ruling and
schooling, if it is to develop all its powers and enjoy the
benefits accruing from civilization and the division of labor.

'The individual is not self-sufficient, and, apart from social -

- codperation under the guidance of authority, he has no
~other means of supplying his inherent deficiencies. Liberal-
ism, therefore, in so far as it is subversive of-human author-
ity, is-at war with one of the most fundamental needs of
human nature. ‘Even liberty itself is impossible where
there is no impartial authority to coérce might in favor
of right, and to protect the weak from the greed and op-
pression of the powerful.  In striking at legitimate author-
ity,. therefore, Liberalism proves itself to be-an unnatural
and inhuman system, which, under the hypocritical pretekt
of a general emancipation, gives free scope to the,exp]oita-
tion of those who have little by those who have much;.

In short, Liberalism is satanic- and - antisocial.
satanic because it refuses to bend the knee to God and
takes on its own lips the Non serviam of the rebel F
“Of old time thou hast broken my yoke,
my bands, and thou saidst: I will not serve”

11, 20). It is antisocial, because it is a philosophy of selfish
individualism and inordinate egoism,> which disrégards the

human rights of others, and is influenced solely by motives -

of self-interest and personal gain.

- The roots of this pernicious error are to be found in the
Protestant Reformation, but in its present form, as a sys. ~

. tem which actually guides the policies of modern states,

It ias
tend=—: publicist:
thou hast burst
(Feremias:

THE SATANIC SOCIAL SOLVENT T 11

Liberalism .owes its origin to Roqsseau, Voltalr?, ar}d othe:r
French philosophers and economists of the period hlmmedl-
ately preceding the French Revolution. It was then, (;oo,
that the secret conspiracy of Freemasonry was organized to
disseminate this revolutionary gospel of lierty, fraternity,
equality throughout the length and breadth of Christendom.
Thanks to the assiduous efforts of this organization, modern
society has been thoroughly secularized, and the {rf}ﬂuence
of the Church upon public life hz.ls'-.been reduced, if not to
zero, at least to a negligible minimum. - The movement

- has upset and permanently unstabilized practically, every

government in Europe, and has let lcose upon (.:redulou}?
humanity a veritable flood of fallac19}}s‘?manc1pat;or’1,s fu:ee
as divorce, “‘free thought,” * free love; .ﬁ."ee speech, . e
press,” ““free trade,” unrestricted competition, o;}olen 511 ]Z},]e
etc., etc. It must not be supposed, however, that a ,

- previously enumerated reforms of Liberalism are placed in

the same category, or that our condemnation 1s Sﬁ swe]ea%):
ing as to cover even the good and proper sense that 3en}t
justly be read into some of these terms. In our ar Jent.
devotion to frue and effective liberty we yield to none.. ‘uh‘
true liberty is liberty to .do what is right.. There 1s 510 guc.
thing " as liberty to do what is wrong. h;{z;.)n, m. ee ,thlz
physically capable of ‘sm,v_but sin is not liberty; animi
contrary, it is enslavement by degrading pasm}(:ns.e mor;
larly, effective liberty 1s more .than an ecrlnpty,p galsli;h ore;
than a paste-jewel of rhetoric designed to- embellish

~ periods of. the orator, or to scintillate in.the pages of the

'sists 1 t j he indi-
It consists in the actual enjoyment by the_ .
vidual of his right to a reasonable share in the benefits of
that public prosperity to which he has contributed through

" the work of his mind or hands. True and effective liberty,

therefore, is essential to -hUman happiness, and_, the more
we have of such liberty, in thought, in speech, in writing,

" and in . conduct, the better it will be for all concerned. -

Masonic liberty, fraternity and equality, however, are

the veriest caricatures of those sublime ‘ideals to whlch :
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Catholic Christianity applies these. terms. Is there ques-
tion of liberty? From theé days of her martyrs onward
through the centuries of her greatest triumphs, the Church
stands forth, as the indomitable champion of liberty of con-
~science.  None of her conquests have been made through
earthly weapons. *“The Koran or the sword” is a Moham-
medan and not a Christian argument. The Church refuses
to receive any but voluntary converts. She has brought
light and true liberty to every country that came under
the spell of her influence. By delivering mankind from che
slavery of sin, and by her teaching that man is made for
God alore; and’ that no man exists éxclusivelyf for the
benefit of 'another, she succeeded in freeing from intoler-
able bondage the unfortunate slaves of pagan Greece and
‘Rome'. Without armies or navies, by the sheer moral
force of her spiritual majesty alone, she constrained the
. barbaric despots of Europe to acknowledge the rights of
the humblest of their subjects, and to constitutionalige their
governments. - She stood in- awe of neither wealth nor
power.  She protected the poor from the oppression of the
rich by stringent laws against usury, and she enforced the
laws of God upon the mighty no less than upon the humble
I.sk_ther.e question of fraternity? The fraternitv of Cath '
licity 1s the. fraternity inculcated by the Parable 0? tl’(l)_
. Gooq Samgrlt:ui. In Masonry- the duties of fraternit :
restricted to the ‘narrow circle of its membershi whi}l’ al‘ﬁ
put51der§ are regarded as “profane.” But Cathgl’ic ch'e it
is as universal as the name implies. - It knows.no di i}'lt}’
, tlons,of‘creed, color, rank or race. Itis the chaﬁt ofSIiIr}c—
Who said: *“Love your enemies: do good to them Zhat h Jte
- you: and pray for them that persecute and calumn'aie
you: that you may be children of your Father Wh s in
heaven, Who maketh His sun to rise upon the good- ao (is }l1n
bad, and raineth upon the just and the unjust” (Mntt tVe
e , " (Matt. V)
Christ there is “neither bond nor free.” In her sigh
_in the sight of God, all men are equal, since the ;%e t}]Zi

Is there question of equality? = In the Church of

»q\ i

. .

" sible misapprehension.
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- altra of human destiny, the Beatific Vision of God’s infinite
beauty, is equally open to all, regardless of the natural or
artificial distinctions that differentiate men in this world.
And yet, though she strenuously upholds this supernatural
equality of men before God, as well as their essential equality

" (in that all have the same human nature or essence), she

insists no less strongly on their accidental inequality n
natural aptitudes, talents, education and the like, an in-
equality expressly intended by nature for the purpose of -
securing the proper division of labor and distribution of .
functions in that social organism called the state. Hence,
while she does not subscribe to the insincere and impossible
Liberal program of “‘equal rights,” she does insist most
vigorously upon that very practicable and desirable ideal
of “equal enforcement of all rights both' great and small,”
and she views with stern disapproval and sorrow that
despicable weakness of modern governments which suffers
the rich and the powerful to violate all laws with impunity,
and reserves the rigor of punishment exclusively for petty
and humble offenders. -~ e S .
Here, however, it may be well to guard against a pos-
.We are not indentifying Liberalism
with Freemasonry. It was Liberalism that gave birth to
Masonry and not vice versa. Liberalism was a potent
' factor in human affairs long before Masonry rose to power
and prominence. "It,is, in fact, WE@%M-
mental attitude, a philosophy, which transcends the limits™
‘of ‘any_particular Grganization, nation, or country, and -
hich, to a gréater oF lesser extent, has dominated human -
thought for a period of four centuries. In_religion it ap-_
pears as_Private Judgment, jﬂpﬂ_ﬁscie‘r}(’:gwi}‘parade_swaggEteéq
Thought, in economics it goes under the names of Capital-
ism and Individualism, and in politics it assumes the hypo-..
critical pose of Democracy. “In short, wherever and when-.

’
-~

~_ever, by the. aid ugj:,mddéitn;éuphémiéms,xthaancicn,tm,sins of..

“pride; selfishness, greed and snobbery, succeed in masquer-
ading as social virtues, there.we have Liberalism. ’

<,
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To-day America is the scene of the clash between two

- rival systems of socio-political heresy, namely, Liberalism
ax}thocxahsm. Neither of these alternatives is in harmony
with reason or Christian revelation, and Catholics must not

permit tbeir horror, for Socialism to drive them into the’
camp of its equally detestable rival, Liberalism. Unfortun- -
ately, little has been said or written in this country to put’
. Catholics on their guard against Liberalism. Many of thimf

are aware that Socialism was condemned by Leo XIIL in

the Encyclical Rerum novarum, but they do not know that -

the same Pppe, Leo XIII, in another Encyclical, Libertas
prestantissimum. nature -.opus, . denounced Liberalism as
equally dangerous to human society. “The doctrine of
Liberalism,” he says, “is in the highest degree pernicio

to individuals no less than to commonwealths. IZmd 1Cl 35
by the most direct route to tyrannical despotism ”éiNs
must bear.in mind, therefore, that we are beptween .Scyllz

and Charybdis, and never allow the whirly
! lis, > -t hirlpool :
whilst we strive to avoid the rock of Socialli)sor?L toNeoigil;lillli:

fear merely hypothetical, since the blunder has actuall

been  committed by more than one Catholic writer of hy
present day. -In their zeal for the ideals.of demo: ey 2
‘opposed to .those of socialism, they make the qcraiy as;_
giving a carte blanche to Liberalism. - Thus we ﬁ;nésm e
_eminent and respec_ted a Catholic author as Hilair e‘gr;lso
devoting an. entire chapter of his French Revolutie to.a
feryent panegyric on  Rousseau’s Contrat Social 0: 1:0112
which may be aptly styled the very Bible of Lib 1'00

‘In vain one !ooks for reservations or qualifications er{;}?’”-
15.110 m_dlcatlon whatever that 'the aforesaid write;‘ l.ere
, ~tha§ this work propounds a philosophy. at variahcma ith
Chnstlanylty -and common sense,. that it was 'Conde et
and placed on 'the Index of Prohibited Books by the gmned
Congregation in 1766, or that it contains a bitter anzécred
plicit attack on Christianity in general and Catholici o
part_lcular. One likes to think that this ill S
comium_was. due to an oversight arising from excessive:

-advised en-.
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_, absorption 1n a particular viewpoint, especially since Mr

Belloe seems not to be in sympathy with Liberalistic doc-
trines in his other works. We might mention several Catholic
writers who are far more blameworthy in this respect, but
we single out this instance to show how even a well-inten-
tioned man may be betrayed on this point into a false
position.  Catholics, then, in their zeal for democracy and
their hostility to socialism, must not suffer themselves to
be lured unsuspectingly into the awkward predicament of
giving involuntary aid and comfort to Liberalism; a bitter
and formidable enemy of the Catholic Church, and of oc-
cupying, in the face of Socialism, a position that is wholly
and hopelessly indefensible. Socialism can never be refuted

" from the premisses of Liberalism. The latter dare not face

the former in the field of /ogic; to the arguments of the
socialist the liberal has no effective answer except the
policeman’s club. } : :

From the days of the French Encyclopedists to those
of Hegel and Spencer, yea even up to the present moment,
the liberals have labored assiduously and ‘tirelessly to
secularize the machinery of education no less than the
machinery of government. Outspoken Christians are per-
sone non grate for the more important chairs of our uni-
‘versities; indeed, infidel and agnostic sentiments are re-
garded as the special badge of true scholarship and the only
reliable evidence of enlightenment. Our liberal capitalists
of the Carnegie brand will give money to institutions of
learning only on condition that they recant their christian-
ity and make ‘aprofession of agnosticism and non-sectar-.
janism in'its stead. With such men, the ideologies of edu-
cators are valued not so much for their intrinsic merits as

" for their opposition to traditional Christianity.  Consis-

‘tency is an entirely negligible consideration.. That a ma-

" terialistic objectivist like Jacque Loeb utterly contradicts the

position of 2 subjective idealist like Paulsen, does not disturb

- the equanimity of the Liberal. ‘He is not interested in truth,

1. €€

but only in the exclusion of “orthodoxy, obscurantism,”
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and *‘reaction,” o, 1 ists
,”>and so, atomists or monists, they are all the

same to him, provided they exhibit the proper degree of scep- ;

ticism on the subject of religion. God, Free Will, and Immor-

tality are his three bug-bears, and he is willing to pay a hand-

some salary
some existe)n tq aﬂly professor who.can plausibly disprove
ce. Due moderation, of course, is desirable. A

blunt i
and fanatical attack on these conceptions would be -

bad ta 1 :
aste, and might react unfavorably upon the influence

of the in ce ’
structor. Hence, for such a purpose, the liberal must - B

hire com
petent and temperate thinkers who can.administer

-atheism ialism i
: and materialism in homeopathic doses. If the vic:

tim Of mOdern eduC‘ltlon must Ilee(ls I)C ]Hl]ge(l ()i ]l]S
.
)

process painful or alarming. - Let it be gradual and diplo- -
iplo-

matic. Let it proceed in th
fashion observed by a e sand_gentleman]
fashion observe in’ytht G. H. Parker, Professor of Zoologz’r
Celivered . 2919, he Beearely breas 1o s rpeereres
(deli lelicately breaks to t |
Staleer;rclt(al c;fn z?é);tand c(1:!oc1lcv: hstem?rs, the news 2fats‘:in‘l’>ied
stale and ancien aver ict of materialism that man is mereli'V
matt b’een ot mixture of spirit and matter, as christi: :
- living substance,” fi‘nough to suppose: “Of the natur ‘m?
S e it e explains, “we are just beginnine o
get a dim ¢ ppf iation, but w!len this appreciatio B e
g of an understanding, we shall feel Inbegl'rowS
; ieve,

no more hesitancy in ab i
andoning our old vi ‘
raten View, o
ess of self and body and accepting that of ft}th.e sepa- -
eir com-

mo 1 '
| vDag't:’:t}‘;;fa(ti?an 11(1i the ‘past our race had in givin
Dante’s parad, se an dlt_s ten heaveps for the depths of blup
above » éortexga‘mze llymg material, as we meet it.in Ee
 cerebral co d_hfs SO strlctly a part of the universe and yor
o stri togu}; t;l aczr.ent from any other aggregate of ‘matett)"ieﬁ
AN we can Jook upon it at present only witah ‘
vague e rfx'men.t and yet with a hope justified by th
past dg s of science, that its secrets will be ‘rady o
sed to us” (Biology and Social ProHem:,gp ?;cl)l)y

' kHere, in language but thinly veiled, we have the liberaligt |
e - nave stic

~ Liberalism. _In

holding capitalists, and be
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conception of “an animalistic man and a mechanistic uni-
verse.” = True, . the professor caricatures the position of
christian philosophy_ (which, as matter of fact, teaches the
union of the soul and body toform a single substance and nature,
and which never ascribed personality to thesoulapart from the
body),but the fact remains that his intention is to reject alto-
gether the existence of a spiritual and immortal principle
f man. And to Liberalism such a conclusion is peculiarly
gratifying and welcome.  For, from the very nature of
things, the materialistic conce tion of human nature is pre-
supposed as an indispensable preamble to any doctrine
which makes man a law unto himself and the absolute
master of his own destiny. Hence it comes to pass that,
wherever Liberalism controls the tongues of educators, the '
human soul becomes 2 myth, religion a superstition and the
future life a thing to be ridiculed or disregarded. At the.
door of Liberalism, therefore, we may justly lay the blame
of eradicating from the minds and hearts of men. their
ancient belief in the existence of a future world of justice
and retribution. L ' ) : ; ‘ - :
Now Socialism 1s not at all adverse to this premiss of
fact, it finds it quite consonant with its
owrr contention. - “You are quite right,” it says to the
liberal, “in-rejecting the Hereafter as a grouridless super-
stition. - There is- really no heaven for man beyond the
grave, and for that very reason it behooves all of us to get
whatever enjoyment W€ can out of the present life—all of
us, 1 say; and hence it js high time that this earthly heaven
d cease to be monopolized by 2 few coupon-
come, instead, the property of
the workers, who are equally entitled to happiness here
below, and who:cannot look forward to compensation for
in a fature life.” To this logic, Liberal- »

of ours shoul

, p’resént privations

D has, naturally, no other reply than that of recourse to - -

the bayonet and the,machine gun. - L
Again Liberalism poses as the obsequious servant of the ~

‘ I;OPttlarwill.‘ To gain its selfish ends, it flatteringly acclaims
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“ the people i ) '
o tfe s{at:s gle prléna{'y source of all power and government
of Liberalism: g;{zs Oiilgllsgl ’g{‘atefully accepts the admission
: > eed,” 1t says,
solute power on earth and ’t ays, "the people are the ab-

] I It ] l » s ] l ;O‘/

of th 1
o the tpﬁgugiltlor;, ot you financiers and capitalists who
the side of the szz)élis?erehashbefore’ e is whelly on
’ :s0cl ;and t i i .
P ity the roseration of renson o thes of Foncd €@
B , the liberal is for i b
sl > ever prat '
I_?:aploti);ta;nd 'S(})lundmg'th? praises ofp“e(;i];g] (’c)lbout hqma{l,
with great pride and self-complaci{)x?;ftu:oltﬁl
, .the

empty thrones of E
A urope, ‘and’ c¢ -ne
having introduced an era o’f true Z(()lflllgratulates himself on.

royalty and aristocracy
ideal of human equalii).r
implacable enemy of all 4

}Ilz 1ts 1Il’us ardent devotion to the
ne tells us, that makes him the

) istinctions b :

strange to- sa tions based: on - bj Yet!

¥, his horror of distinctions and igég‘ Ii e
- uaijties

does not s
-seem to extend to those which are based Ith
! on wealt

and property. Indeed ;
pensable basis of his Ov;n?;égitg property (being the indis-

18 quite sacred in his not altogether d
maiy, if you choose, blaspheme agez:in
(t):nzdfzzgdn:i{l?ul,{but,?vill’esteeni you
member--shoul?i )lr?)%x br:ran};lyet‘and Fhicds important to re-
ox g anould the“d‘a.s eqougk to raise sacriligeo 0°re-
you have committed }Ilw‘ne“ght i ivate operty.
you have o penalec (ti e one unforgivable sin an}zjrcilperty"
ransa .code from end to end and e will

ein a penalty severe enough to fit y ¢

st God, and he will
all the more ag an elnli‘gﬁE

n.d‘fgil to find
- records the fact that, from the days of I%lc]){)ecs:;ne( History
erre

to those
olate the
e landed

of Vivian: p
ri‘\,’lwam, the hb.erals have never scrupled :
» r}:Obizlx.tte-prolper;y rights of the Church or otf? ‘;:
ity. In fact, the lib ‘ ¥
N ) eral: looks

zo ] upon these:
Virrtlso?lfs property (performed in his owg'interese'

yirtuop: atcts.h But let not the Bolshevik presume
’ » to threaten the liberal with a dose‘of,}?'n' thac
| ’ ; with : 1S own

hey truly ought to rule them-.

ality by overthrowing .

m; . . -
¢ and political privileges)
1sinterested eyes. You

confisca<
est) as most

- remembrance of our works.
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medicine. For, in that case, he (the "liberal) ~will forget

all about the beauty of human equality, and clamor loudly for

the blood of the scoundrel who menaces his own private prop-
erty. Hence, when the socialist ventures to remind him
of the self-evident fact that private property is the source
of innumierable social inequalities in the economic, political,

‘and military orders, and to suggest that property-distinc-
" tions be abolished in the interest of human equality, the

liberal wisely flings logic and consistency to the winds, and
is all for lynchings and deportations. s
"But this brazen inconsistency reveals to us something

more than a mere flaw in the logic of the liberal. It gives

us a thorough insight into the motive that dominates

his conduct and determines his ‘evaluation of life itself.
For the liberal, clearly, the whole point of life lies in ‘the
possession of fine. vesture, sumptuous’ dwellings, and
broad estates, in ~the excitement. of the. thrilling con-
quests of finance, politics, sport and war, in the cultivation
of art, literature, science and music, in the enjoyment of -
.theaters, banquets, concerts and novels; in. the pursuit of
diversions, amusements and pastimes of every conceivable
variety and kind, or briefly, in the quest of all the transi-
tory pleasures of this world, whether of the purely asthetic,

or of the depraved and brutish type—For they said,

reasoning with themselves, buz not aright. The time of our
1ife is short and tedious, and in the end of man there is no-
remedy, and no man hath been known to have returned
from the nether-world: for we are ‘born of nothing, and
after this we shall be as if we had not been: for the breath
in our nostrils is smoke: and speech a spark to move our
heart, which being put out, our body shall be as ashes,
. and our spirit shall be poured abroad as soft air, and our
life shall pass away as the trace of a cloud, and shall be
dispersed as a mist, which is driven away by the beams of
the sun, and overpowered with the heat thereof: and our
name in time shall be forgotten, and no man shall have any
For our time is as the passing
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;)sffzssthad(i“g and there is no going back of our end: for it
s Toat ’seeq ed, :;nd no man returneth. Come therefore, and
. njoy the good things that are present, and let us

speedily use the creatures as in youth. Let us fill ourselves -

. - -
ith costly wine, and ointments: and let not the flower of

time pass ' ;
pass by us.  Let us crown ourselves with roses before |

i s . -
ofez;sbe (\)mg}:;ed. let no meadow escape our riot. Let none
of 1 t%ken Sl o;)l}t hl? part in luxury, let .us everywhere
jeave rok of joy: for this is our portion and this is our
lot. 1 noushoppress the poor just man, and not spare. the
Tidow, r honor the ancient grey hairs of the aged.’ But
let G ‘isst;'en'géh be the law of justice: for that which is
 feeble, 1s found to be nothing worth” (Wisdom. 11
- The neo-pagan liberal re R Ay

pagan prototype. What is it to him that his j
C - W¥ha s /-
}I::r}t 15 paid for by the sweat and misery of eﬁh C;UOI)

s amsatla}fe thirst to acquire and accumulate the hoa nf
Ehénsirtz’nde br'oolfs no restraint, but insists that :fﬁeans .

Ul as indifferent spectator or refe idden to

W chow ‘any pitying ree, forbidden to
- winian struggle for. existence ‘

triumph and left the vast mu}]liistlf:lzxr}eg he ﬁttest b
beneath_ t_helr feet. In time, the liber l’unﬁt'
‘others, imitators spring up on all sides nd
ually degenerates into a free-for-all fig
i ~Ve(l:illy, Liberalism is afair—se‘emingg

ormed men into pigs, and life i 1 i

the big swine rutlll)]gss,l 4 td e lltself lnto ° Pig-stye, where
the big swin y «trample upon their smaller bre

s rust both forefeet into the trough ; S re;h—

guzzle as large as possible a portion of: the 1g apder o
“does it merit the scathing indictment tha Piomash. Well
brought against it when he branded i
ophy”: - : :

o oy L S :
1. “The universe, so far as sane con

prostrate
A vgl"e;:d» infects

social life grad-
ht of a]l against all..

‘immeasurable Swine’s trough isti i
gh, consisting of solid. iaui
and of other contrasts and kinds; es : ¢ and liquid

Y

calls the features of his ancient )

partiality for the weak, until the Dar.

Circe who has trans- |

t Thgm?ls Carlyle ¢ :
toa Pig Philos. | ' necessary—amazi
Jecture-can go, 15 an'\b{ i

pecially consisting' of |
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attainable and unattainable, the latter in immensely greater
quantities for most pigs. .~ ‘
5. Moral evil is unattainability of Pig’s wash; moral
good attainability of ditto. ' A o
3. What is Paradise or the State of Innocence? Paradise
called also State of Innocence, Age of Gold, and other
names, was (according to pigs of weak judgment) unlimited
attainability of Pig’s wash; perfect fulfilment of one’s

wishes, so that pig’s imagination could not outrun reality:

a fable and an impossibility, as pigs of sense now see.
4. Define the whole duty of pigs: It is the mission of-
universal pighood and the duty. of -all Pigs at all times, to

* diminish the quantity of unattainable, and increase that of
“attainable. All knowledge, and device and effort ought to

be directed thither -and thither only. Pig science, pig en-
thusiasm and devotion have this one aim. It is the whole
duty of pigs. . o ‘ . Lo :

- "5.”Pig poetry ought to consist of the universal recogni-
tion. of the excellence of Pig's wash and ground barley, and
the felicity of pigs whose trough is in order, and who have

had enough. Hrumph! . ; , ‘
6. The pig knows the weather.  He ought to look out

_ what kind of weather it will be. : : , -
7. Who made the pig? Unknown;— perhaps the Pork-

butcher. - : ' ‘

8. Have you law and justice in Pigdom? Pigs of ob-
servation-have discerned, that there is, or was once sup-
posed to be, a thing called justice. ‘Undeniably, at least,
there is a sentiment in -pig-nature called indignation, re-
venge, etc., etc., which, if one pig provoke another, comes

out in a more or less destructive manner; hence laws are

effusion of the general stock of Hog's wash, and ruin (semporary

 jwin) to large sections of the universal Swine's trough. Where- ‘
fore let justice be observed, so that quarrelling be avoided.

ng quantities of laws.  For quarrelling is . 1
attended with loss of blood, of life—at any rate, with frightful .

R

S
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9. What is justice? ;
trough; not anJy ofI C;z:y 51;1(:1‘;; 0“’7

10. But what is ‘my lem:e’?
%V;}z;t_rlld difficulty upon which pig science

lle, can settle absolutely nothing, jMy Share? Hrumph!

my share is
y » on the whole, whatever I can contrive to get

without being hanged
gibbets, tréadmills,gl neoer sent to the hulks.. For there are

yers have_prescribed. 7 (d i o oo and rules which law-

€ picture is not a
ever revolting, it is by
with-faithful exactitude

share of the general Swine's

no ‘means overdrawn. [t
N . ort
has- made of a world thtahteafg;gr?cfﬁd én ess which _Lill))erafizﬁ
. fo) : : )
Eﬁaczmbrace its new gospel of Soe?:l tlIe Church
world is” wallovinel ; salvation.

. ng in the mi i
husks of swine! Liberalism hased:gizdzgqhie;i;ng OnE o
t sses. Even

f . i “'l
the ai I[()S”t C NOwW con €sses ‘L. a hear no lau ]ltel a
by SayS Santayana, ¢ WI’lICh iS not f()r(‘ed d
the 1 (]l d an nerv-

~ous.” I find no sense of mo iri
happy freedom, no master;ai)j::gmty hing, S them, no
::E vexf:y (}:11'.eam of liberal life, the b:irll]}i’;flntng' ot this is
s ; suc :
e ;T:v 2i}elels.tendom was overthrown, Zisgst}ior Jhﬁ
Prneaniry cleva 1}111to'factory— ands, shop-kee e du
aim of Iife. is to Tith s e open to o anc{)etr}?’ one
e e s to] Sasbmu§h as possible like the ri lf the
Pr(fposed to un ce f e discouraged. The Same-‘C ’kth'e
Ploposed to in:quar strengths, and the Competit’i task is
for mediocre eoqila ltﬁ’. Ther? was more enco“""lonv ent
medaos ’o;; ip e when happmess was setbefor i
5 n excellence 1n G hemiin

some & :
31e Ir?lass, hopelessly out of the runnisrxl);ui?ll :}xl'aft, Now -
ealth, falls out and drifts into squalor. . 'I?hralc_% for
LIRS e h el'al ;

system, which sought to rai indivi
/ raise the individual, h
ctil;err:ass;els;,amd this on so vast a scale and t’o szs dii'grgdw
zef} ?‘, that Fhe other element in liberalism, philgntl}all le‘a
‘zeal, has again come to the fore” (The Dial, Oct e
- y g :

Ah! there, in fact, lies the
meditating this long .

Latter Day Pamphlets, pp. 315-317.) k

ni '
Ice. one to contemplate, but, how- -

. 1921).
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But Liberalism has not only squandered a heritage of
which it robbed the poor. - With respect to posterity, its
boasted “progress” has been purchased at a frightful cost.
Wood, coal, oil, and all the natural resources, on which the
very existence of future generations will depend, have been
senselessly and wastefully consumed by these promoters of .
modern progress, so that the time is probably not-far dis-
tant when all these founts of energy available to man will
disappear from the face of the earth. ‘‘Simultaneously,”
says Ralph Cram, “man has been dissipating the stored-up
energy of the world through his mastery of thermodynamics
and his precarious dominion over electrical forces, at such a
rate that physical potential has been degraded in a hundred
years more than in the preceding hundred centuries. Of
what becomes of this fabulous force, what the permanent
contributions may be to human life, he cares little. It is

‘sufficient to him that he is the arbiter of this gigantic

power, and if it is exploited and ‘dissipated, with nothing
of lasting value to show, he cares no more than any other
type of spendthrift™ (The Nemesis of Mediocrity, p. 47)-
Post nos diluvium! B o ,
And what shall we say of the moral heritage of humanity
(that grand contributionof Christianity),aheritage of mutual
good will, charity and-confidence among. men, of christian
purity and christian morals, of christian chivalry and chris-
tian honor? - This, too, Liberalism has not only cruelly
exploited, but deliberately undermined and destroyed, leav-
ing in its place the poison of class-hatred, animalism, egoism,
“and perfidy. - For the eternal verities of the Decalogue it

has given us ‘the comfortable maxims-of expediency and

opportunism.  For virtue it has substituted respectability and
pr’ophylaxis[* “Under its corroding influence, human “justice .
has become the handmaid of finance, -and human science

- the idolatrous devotee of Mars and Mammon, while journal-
" jsm has degenerated into an infamous sycophancy - that
«“calls evil good and good evil.” - For the “priestcraft” of
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former times, it has substituted a new and beneficent type
of leadership, exemplified in the corporation-lawyer who
has made of our courts of law a byword and a hissing; in
the venal editor who prostitutes his pen for hire; in the
. captain of industry who. exacts his pound of proletariat
flesh in the name of the little tin_ business-god, Efficiency;
‘in the banker, whose usury has a Midas-touch that can

turn the very life-blood of human hearts into tawny coin.

" ““These be thy gods, O Israel!” - Of the bloody Armageddons

and fearful social cataclysms th

-wakeof this moral anarchy, when human nature has been
outraged beyond the point of endurance, the liberal is Joath
- to think.  The optimism of “laissez faire” 1s
as a baby that giggles and ‘crows on the b
 precipice; it has eyes that see not and ears t
Even if a day of reckoning be inevitable,
that it will never dawn ‘for him, and,
tions, well; like Cain, he is not his b
nos diluvium! e

at needs must follow in the

as unserious
rink of a dizzy

the Liberal is sure
as for. future genera-
rother’s keeper— Post
What, then, is the remedy? Evidenfly;
of Liberalism must be eliminated from ‘hy
fore it can be restored to health. . But-h
accomplished?  Socialism proposes to re
building uniform stalls around the Libe
thus forcing the big pigs to eat peace'ably beside - their
smaller brethren, a measure which, it is claimed, would en.
sure the conservation and just distributio ' :

n of the pip.
And the Church of Jesus Christ? -Ah! she ;(}))\lxglgdw?:ih;;
undo the detestable work of Circe altogether. To disencham
men from the fatal spell of materialism, to r ‘

sense of their human dignity and supernat
~win them to the ideals of unselfishness and
persuade them to relinquish what is trivial fo

the last vestige
man society be-
ow is this to be
form matters by

swine-trough to his Father’s House, such is her program.

To-day, as in the past, her clarion call ‘of'Sursum corda: -

hat do not hear.:

ral swine-troy gh,

: ~matters of faith a
ecall them to a - '
ural destiny,' to.
self-sacrifice, to -1}
‘ . r “the one thing” L
necessary;” in a word, to-bring back the prodigal from ‘the.

“leocas

< . - ‘ - ) S0y .
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“Your hearts on high!” rings in the ears of Clrceﬁ svoi;izy
victims. God grant that, e’er it be too late, }t‘veytment
heed th.at call and awaken from ‘thelrdlerl}llal enc ai?ve bué'
“it i i : in bread alone doth a man , b
for “it is written: Not 1n br an lives
in every word that proceedeth from th(\i‘mouth of |

GrorGE Barry O'TooLE.

St. Vincent Archabb;y, RS
Feast of the Epiphany 0f»our Lord, L
. January 6, 1922. SRR
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"C ncerning the’ Error of Liberalism and its Various Forms . |

0 ‘ ’ .
Ik o far as it involves matters
’ : 1, in s t involves an error 1n
: ALISM, in so far as 1t Invo . s
m??a?th ar,nd religion, 1s a multiform doc:_rme Vggcclh’f:gm
. ipa rom g
cipates man , ’
lesser degree, emant . om
gr'eatler o;nd from His revelation, and, mxconseqll}eix:)cues, e
}—Ils a"::,ivil society from all dependenice upc;ln ri ,lg’h 08, 30-;
ety that is, separates it from the Churc .wl Is the
metyé' n intérpreter and teacher of the divine y-re

guardian, IMEEEEREIE R
law. 1 said,in s far as it imports an error in

i i 1 said, in so far a port _error i
Liberaisy nd’religion. Because, if one weighs the.‘
it is easy to perceive how not exclusively
ich pertain to religion and relate to. God
ight exist. True, emancipation from

" value of the term,.
in those things wh
Liberalism does or m

(R M hey “have Fil

se principally intended, for they “hav e

God we® t::e})li:g;the}i against the Lord and agamnst His
- taken .Cou break their bonds asunder: and let us

- ys . “let \us . [
Ch?:; 5 ;iﬁzg’yoke from us.” (Psalm T1, 2;,3.)  But to ’thxs4 b
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} , ' V .
t:;r),,s :;(31 St}i}; ?_av'e 1a1;i ﬂown a general principle, which
imits of the religious ord
er, and pervades
an ;
-thid §m'brz}cTs every department of human associatilc)m. Now
s principle is the following: that Liberty is the funda

ment. Lo,
_1a\e;vr}1t;’;1t§o§d“0f man, sacred and inviolable, which it is un- .
oerce in any way; and therefore, that this unre--

’:rcllc(tziol;lﬁ::}ii?hmu“ bﬁﬂestabllshed: 1. as-the immovable
T o il ev.er);lt mg that pertains to human fellow-
the inflexible Sta%?éllztzrii a(iigféitroig( atf)a I}:l_a;tel‘ o fact); 2. o
the it : ! which everything must
be Jcongiegeiz]:}::; 6(:by'rl%)}l'n'c) ; that, finally, onl};r thagt is to
society which rests q(:lz:tihee’ajfgrst"‘?nd peviver condition of
int(}i]iVid'ual L’iIt‘frty—iniquitous ;:?i]ieg;l;csleple of invioate
otherwise. is is  what the prométe : '
Revolution of the year 1789 eI;(co rated e memorable
pevol . of xcogitated, ‘and i
g)lj(ljta )1’3 b;}}t:lgs ;—eapﬁd t}}llroughouty almost the ;ani?:: 2’1(::5
» last’Pl;:lce in tthW la'lc) o it the middle, and the
st place in d (vev}fc efrated ‘ Declalzation of the )Rights of
Man." This is wi at for those f'fmapc visionaries served as
2 basis f e e onstruction of'soci : !
dation & ep;vtvi:zr , 1(;1 the political as well as in the econom;
he dome be, :(ilvaespemally the,moral and religious ot?c;:g,
T il b ntageous, therefox:e, to. begin With’ -T'S.
. ‘the general principle of Liberalis nsidorad o
}tse,lf and with reference to the manifold’ S considered in
it ha;ls'lilnhevery order of things.
we shall have easi.er access to the more parti : :
‘?:r?ce(x)'g ezlhos: things wherewith the pliels.g:: l?i?ézonsfdera}'
s e_lmely, religious - Liberalism and. j fission - 15
forms, according to that which is pro o janous
of thix foreword. e pr Pgsed In " the  title

Starting from this point

any which 1s

ety from its very foun-

1d applications which - -proper and meta

CPART T

Concerning the Fundamental Principle of Liberalism
' ~and its Manifold Applications :

Tue liberty, of which there is question here, is not
precisely that of which the metaphysicians treat, namely,

. the power of free choice, consisting in the perfect dominion <

which the human will has over its own acts, that is, in.its

‘active indifference- whereby it is able to-will or. not to .
will, to will this or to will that. For this sort of Liberty, -

which is freedom from intrinsic necessity, which entails con-
scientious obligations,‘and which; binds us to the observ-
ance of the moral law, Liberalism cares not at all, and, in
fact, so little does it care that many of its followers are
absolute materialists, not recognizing in man-anything be-
yond the principles of spontaneous movement according to_- .
instinct and physical determination. At all events, whether
they admit or do not admit free will, understood in its
physical sense, they do not see in it the
object of their idolatry, but rather in the power to use
one’s own activity, whatever that activity may be, without
anvy exterior COercitive impeding its autonomous expansion.
This Liberty; therefore, is freedom from all interference; and <

. not only from absolute (mechanical) coaction, which is ex-

erted by violence; and can, in consequence affect only ex-
ternal actions, but also from relative coiction, which is -
instilled by intimidation and through fear of laws, by the
threat of penalties, and through social dependencies and
ties, and, in a word, by bonds of any kind ‘whatsoever -

whereby a man is prevented from acting, or being able to
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28 A ' g LIBERALISM '

: :_ct, msallhthx'ngs according to his own individual inclina- -
ion. Such Liberty, they maintain, is the good par excellence,

to which all else must yield, those things, perchance alone
- excepted, which are requisité for the purely' material order
in the Cpmmonwéalth; the superlative good, to which all
other things must be subordinated in order to preserve it
intact, and which' of necessity must be placed l?eneath all
.so‘cxalk construction, if the latter is to measure up to. the
- true standard of goodness’ and equity. It will IDbe well
.therefore, to determine in' a - few words what verdict mu ;
be passed upon this first principle of Liberalism. e

i

“minimal goods are those which admit of both a good and
" 4 bad use, with this sole difference, that the mediocre goods

~ goods are in- no wise necessary  therefor. “The virtues,’
" goods; the species of corporeal things without which we can.

~live aright are the minimal goods; the powers of the soul,
‘without which one can nol

CHAPTERT A
‘Tuesis: That the __fzmdamental pri_nciplé'of Liberalism is
inherently absurd, contrary to nature and chimerical. o

It is absurd I say, from the very outstart; in that it
wishes the principal good of man to consist in the absence
of every bond that in anywise coérces Or restricts Liberty.
As a matter of fact, the good of man cannot be understood
otherwise than under these two aspects: to wit, either as
an end in itself, or as a means to an end.  Now in which of
these two categories, I ask, ‘will you place Liberty? Not
in the former, 1 fancy. Because no matter what it pleases
you to assign as an end in.itself, you will surely at least
concede me this, that Liberty cannot be thatend. |~ . _
For Liberty signifies some sort of power or faculty of# =
acting, and every power or faculty exists, not for its own/ .
sake but for the sake of something else, at least for the
sake of its operation or action; which again, in the present
life, consists exclusively in the pursuit of some good, whether
true or apparent. Evidently, therefore, it remains to be
said that Liberty belongs to the class of goods which are
means to an end. St Augustine distinguishes such goods
into the following three ‘categories, namely, the supreme
goods, the mediocre, and the minimal; and that by a very
evident and obvious distinction. ~The supreme goods are
those. which- no one. uses ill -(abuses); the mediocre and

are nevertheless necessary for.a good life, while the minimal

therefore,” he says, &y whick we live aright, are the great :

live aright are the mediocre
" ;
9 . :

To#




o : ) . ,
3 . - LIBERALISM

%g;)qd?:c i (Au.gdustine},1 de Lib. Arb., ). 2, c. 19.) Now from

s it is evident that free will can b .

th ] will y no means be clas-
mezcilo :;mong 1the supreme ' goods, but rather among the
e e %00( s, because although there can be nothin

praiseworthy or horiorable in-life without free will, neithe%’

18 he € an kl] d f crime T VICEe Ot lla] 0 one S
t Y V 1 (o] 1 O

olf S . Mt
10ng0;h1(-)§e shnbelghbor, into which it may not plunge head-
long thr lzi ! ?c{luse. Therefore Liberty is in dire need of
bartiers lest exrteba over theﬁprecipice, and- the stronger the
| _ y it is confined withi
parriers whereby 1t ithin the sphere of good
o for hl\%lh ;t 1s (()irdgmed,' so much the betteE is its cc‘%ndi-
ever denies this by assenting to the fundamental

m'prinmple of Liberalism is ¢ 11 ‘
equally absurd alterﬁative;@zih:ﬁl 1: ivhi(l)losiil;ztd‘);ii?ytw?
a -

firm that Libepty in the i
\ present life is i i i
)\Qable of abuse)®r he will be brazerﬁl: l:sn(l)r\llcé;fefcc)tlgi:ef'ltn(t:]ig;

it would be well, nay best, if erring Liberty were to be

sacredly and inviolably v
S . rotected il
ire erasest abises ndp so as to facilitate even

climax of insanity?
But these ar ely L
! e merely the beginn , :
. . . nings iq 3 .
Further progress is evident in that whic% if?gvt:éz l.nsamtly'
: ¥ add: namely,

" that everything¢ is .
‘ W to be subordinated to the good of

. : that, therefore, all those “whi

i LDC . crelore, ose thin 1
me C)(;nt;gfr hr:)n;hor impede individual Liberty aregisniwn?ilcChl
fest, man S}\,,lch f uman perfection; and because, as is ;
fore, ma iydeql. etters arise f:rom social relation’sh: thore.
: eal state of man is to be -found only i there:
social condition, where the law of pure ran(c)in'p}e lfn an, un-
riect indi-

vidualism would reign supreme.. And this, indeed .
monstrous conception of the ,Revolution,and\?ts, w}?"sl'the g
: philoso-

hers, wh i i 1
phers, who also, in order to, give their abstract theori
t theories

the semblance of justification, imagined the existence of 4
€nce-of a

certz_len prnpxtive condition in. which “man’ actuall
; ! a .
»(tmt;! e society, _accommodating to this, their ﬁct'y lived
raditions of nations concerning a Golden Age, a S:Zn, Fhe
? urnian

Reign, a Paradise’ ' or wh h
, a.Paradise of Innocence, etc. . F
; A .« , €tc. - For what, thin] :
| it nk.y
‘ ; Lo nEyouy

o

what t‘alse_is this than the very

‘respecting those:

 profession, ete.” (5- Thom. de regim. pri
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was the primeval Golden Age? ~An age of absolute liberty,
which gradually declined into an age of iron, as men came
more and more to coalesce into society. Do you not see
the principle of Liberalism spontaneously ‘and of an inevi-
table necessity ending in_that which is contrary to nature?
If there is anything evident, if there is anything mani-
fest, if there is anything “clearer than the noon-day'sun,
surely it is this that man ;s born into society, that man is -
by nature social, that the social state is for man the law
of life,” as even the needs of man’s corporeal  existence .
abundantly testify: < For other animals nature has prepared
food, garments of fur, means of defense, such as’ teeth,
horns and hoofs, or at least swiftness in flight. But man.
is so constituted that, none of these things having been
prepared for him by nature, reason is given him in. their :
stead, reason by which through his handiwork he is en-
abled to prepare all these things, for whose ‘preparation,
however, one man does not suffce. For no one man left.
to himself could ‘enjoy 2 sufficient life. It is, therefore,
natural to man to live in the society of many. Moreover, in
other animals there is inborn a certain natural economy
se things which are useful or hurtful, as the -
lamb by nature Knows the wolf to be its enemy. Some
animals also by natural instinct are aware of the medicinal
properties of herbs and of other things which are necessary
for life.. Man, however, has a natural knowledge of those
things which are necessary for life only in general, as being
able to arrive at the knowledge of the particular necessities
of human life by way of deducing the same from universal
principles.‘ It is not, however, possible for one man alone
to attain to the knowledge of all these things by his own in-
dividual reason. Therefore it is necessary that man should
live in the society of his fellows, so that one can aid an-
other and. that different men  can engage in different oc- .
c'upations,'specializing ‘n the inventions of reason, for ex-

-~ ample, one in ‘medicine, another in this, another in that

ne. 11, ¢c. 1) But e :

«




"_though we are born naked, still we are hivi

referring the latter’s indigence eve

neither do they reap,

princ.l. 4, c.2.) And soitisin truth. The
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. LIBERALISM -
dreamin
this sort. For the immovable principle,
do not blush to derive from the law of nat
Hence they think that they are uttering
whgr} they say: Man is born free; there
irfcj.s'crlcts this native liberty is contrary to nature. Just as
traorne Zvere to say: Man is born naked, therefore it is con-
v to nature that he is covered with clothes. But,

ng in clothes,
their insanity

fore anything that

and T do not fancy that the madness of
would ever. go so far as to say that the try
~nature has survived only in those tribes Whi
and Africa live in the same attire in which t
from their mothers’ womb. Moreover, wh
does this mean, that man is born free, ex
bor.n'w1thout impediments to the exp.
activity? - And with si

ch in Australia
hey came forth
at, may I ask,
cept that he is
expansion of his own

milar liberty nat <

) ber ure has endowed

the animals as well as plants, in such wise, however. that
’ ) .

{)or them, as we ha_ve said above, from the moment.they are
orn, nature provides garments and. means of def )j
}vell as other necessities. Hence, cense as
Iirlc:m ;hen: very inception ti}gy shun what ig contrary, and
ke what is gonduche to their welfare, without Ys
direction or instruction. Not so, how any previous

! s ever,.th
not so. “Therefore, the Lord shows  h sons of men,

th : o
of the field and the birds of the air are bittft}:ge&'nt;:: _rlrlllles
an,

!fmt Kir}gg;,SOIomon who enjoyed such enxc::([))tit)};aatl ’EOSt opu-

Behold,” He says, “the birds of the air, for tlz’y‘?:)?vam?

oy : no

o : nor gather into bflrm. Consi der‘t]z’
sies of the field, how they labor not, neither do .the .Lne
Afterwards He adds: “7 say to you, not even Sol(;my'sp-‘m'
his glory was arrayed as one of these;™ as if he. G
stood in greater need in respect to > S0lomon,

. victuals, attir
covering than the plants and animals.” (S.Thém; de :E;ir:rfl"

would be in a better condition than men, nay incomparah|
, : -rably

g sophists are not deterred by considerations of -
which they also
ure, forbids this.

a great principle - ,
: d ; For the rest, are we red

e perfection of

by an instinct of nature,

brute animalg 1}
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so, if once we were to SUppose 'that man 18 notne:isi)ﬁ;atl }?2
political animal by an mstlauttig)fnd:)ef S:;:fii’o?‘ d that b
ought not to be compensate benefit of S0 eh.
bt e e o (llfvnlsgiggstgf do we aim at bging

e . n
facetious? For, that 1the ll}?ert};hvghgssv:ltilmr;znlia{)r:rtyox;) )
is nothing more nor less than N e e and

ino from the womb to the tomb, 1s perfectly !
}r)::xslifegst. - Insensate sophlsts,‘.who has caﬁlsed Y(z;]its bfo'
come so demented, that while co‘ntmuahy raeI:‘[t) outiges
nature, you perpetrate SO many and such g outrag
\agalé‘tsli lril‘f:'lt';]hr:?f;undalmental principle of Liberah;mtb_etglllr;-st
’ i if 1 reupon -proceeds. to
e abs?:z?:ty;oa?hde 1nfmlsft L;3}':'eidenli intgption of nature,
W}}lllc}l'lstcc)oge sai}crl of those chimeras which it has laid down
Zvngtdfﬁned in social matters, after the fashion ofo?. lr:slr:é
irecting idea?  For willy-nilly, the necessity :
on dlf?Ctlng imperative, and whether it be fortunate o
I reonyic, 'thefe ‘s now no going back to that primitive
O ere: an lived as a child of the forest. Hence 1t
beho Where;ln mhilosophers of Liberalism to be solicitous
e ecile)ll. structure as would leave intact the p.al}1
fO!‘.SUCh fal'sbo rty, and combine together two things, whic
lagllum o h1 es }Kl,ve been considered incompatl.ble, ,namely,
{nlg_}lt_ pel}_ap an‘d the social organism. . Et hic opus, hic
A znz_lwz‘dua e othing is hard for visionaries, nothing 1s hard
labor, Butl? build in the air. And lo, Liberalism bas
T e }:Vncc)i to show thee a society planned according
e laof oodness and equity, and 1t born of -the
. 'the o ct gs they call it. Because, if society 1s in-
50[”';[‘ contrﬂra,l to men, nay if 1t be positively contrary to
O nat"'ln of nature, according as, and to the extent
the .1qtept10 Sosed ‘to the inalienable rights.of l_lberty, then
ha ;)5 pht whereby it can be at all justified, except.
e r‘or;g in from liberty, and is artificially constructed,
. ti‘::dlittsated%v and by express intention, for the supreme
. preme yarg =y A
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and sole purpose of erving | .
{C;Ire, /Oi an ?nitial }f;:tse:v‘ﬁgill)lbe;ghmma' ;I‘hi?k, chers:
emselve t lereby men .agree freely :
gov'ernmersftcz?:cclemmg their association glmder ayco';:?n(izrg;
govern a common law. Think, especi
cor 1t1c(1)n$ o}f‘ the pact being such that’thspemany’ of the
ond to t S ey exa -
to Yt)he pact. él\ilrtl)(rle?vwewhand to the will Ofyan thcedgarct?;s
the pact is not to r oh the WIH.Of those participating in
join together their i ecln'm‘mce their liberty, but merely to
Joined together sh 1lrll tvidual liberties, so that.from th
that which alone i? res];ﬂt one total liberty. Libert e?i
‘mon, because all thi sought, which alone is pooled in c}t;
liberty, - Of no imngs are from liberty, byy Fhere, o ;(r;
‘those differences th }z{ta.nce, th'en, socially. Spéalzin are
of no impartance -th(l)c differentiate one man from ang)thare
| of no importance thsii_rlatural and historical depende(l)l tes,
of 1o importance th :iqs of:famxly or those of natio T.‘esr,
St peportance € e f1ver51.ty of talents, of aptit éla,lt},
of any O,ther v ¢, of acquired rights, as the pa e o
entirely. eXt'ran'eou‘sgs -of this kind. All 'thesey t}x;('3 called,
Liberty is at stak 't(;l the matter of the social Sodiphd
nature has endowefi’ there is question only, of lib contract,
Henes anp woe each individual man erty, and
solutely even term ef’e}:]ry man comes into society
viduals, and that S-‘]mt his fellows. - Count no y,on ab-
votes: \’vhich‘ if hw1 I be the number of equal W the ind:-
s left to be’ ée;rzg e_XfPress thhe unanimous suffrages or
majority (one- ; 1f not, there remains. th, :
Ty bl s ol e et
ser i the general will, it wi nera
gl ey Thi s he o of e om0
it not seem.moslinwr:/tc)lnp;zfo{ philosophy at Ia; 1ty reduced
. However. not- ul, most admirable?
-~ of phil ozge;’i:ﬁt lPe;;haPS so wonderful, that amid th
perfect exgm lar 1ght ‘you may not discern th ¥
long to the plar of a chimera.. Two things es Z‘ ‘
g ! ~conception “of a chimerical syst P aa
_should not agree with any real beings or :Xinge:? .

€ glare
that it

tend to its destruction and ruin.  Now
-are easily discernible in

~.that the absolute necessity

with equal liberty. = -

voice, nothing -

St. And does
full and :
lly be.

nd thay has no pl
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of which it is composed
rpose intended, but rather
both of these things
the system of Liberalism.
he system certainly does not cor- "
respond to real men as they exist in flesh and bone. I~
waive the point that no one, with the exception of a dream-
ing philosopher, ever thought of entering human society by -

means of a free, pact or contract. I pass over the fact
of society, a necessity anteced-

ing every possible use of liberty, will be obscure only to

one who perchance has fallen down from the clouds, and
whom society has not received as a baby, nor nourished
as a child, nor whom, finally, during his life-time, society
has not waited upon with benefits of every kind and of
absolute necessity. Whatof that which the very defenders of
the social contract themselves testify, herein bearing witness
to the truth? For howis the entrance into society free, if, by
their own confession, there is now no way of returning to .
the state of original liberty? But overlook; if you please, - -
all these things. Take only the social elémént which 1s
“adopted as’ the basis of the system. This element is the
individual man, stripped of 201 differences of place, time,
race and- nationality, severed from all religious, domestic,
‘corporate and political ties’ whether created or acknow-
ledged as a consequence of his natural and historical evolu-
tion down to the present day. Such a one is a man who 1s
neither modern nor ancient, neither a Westerner nor an
Oriental, neither a father nor a son, neither a youth nor .
an old man:in a word, a man always the same in all indi-
_viduals, always equal, having neither in a greater nor lesser
degreé; the power ‘of reasoning and of acting freely. _But

such a man is a mere achh a man is a merely
.—’_/ N - r ) 5
; such a man has his place in the tree of

concep_tualbein% o
* Porphyry, ut not in the sphere of realities. And if he. :

ace in the sphere of realities, then neither has

the very conceptual elements
should not cohere for the pu

“In the first place t
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that chimerical s

i) . ystem which . .
own special use. i has constructed him for its

(13
Apply the ‘soci . ; ’
social cont TS o
but do not i ract,” if it seems go
0
it was m::tdilppl%}:t to any other. men than th(%se cflo:owiglrlr;
] ese are abstract men who do not belong

to any century o
) h - countr Ut b .
the wand of Metaphysics. ¥> pure entities conjured up by

by expresst inds
. sly prescinding from ims
ences whi PINCI, or eliminatin i
man fronlmcz %‘Stmg‘llshone man  from amotghal'1 th%‘dlﬁer—
mar apuan, a modern English er, a French-
emporary of Cesar, man from a British

. ary ‘and ’ i
sidered which is common to all.on}l}"h;r}:ia;s‘i?:n r(:ntth'ls an'
. nothing but

an exceeding y & i ;

tenuated, of hur
i s uman nature, that.is to s : :
nition of the time, ay, according to the

happiness, a 2 being who possesse :

: no}t)}lsing lé:sst]d grl,e tf}?‘cmty of reasoning, notlsli;he desire of
beings absolutel aliklsfpattem‘are cut’ many gmn;;) or a"m%'
glaring as the ﬁr}srt the' Next, by a Simpliﬂca't‘io tHons o

all equal, without.a sase apbosed o be all indepondent,
ments, without tra;l' past, .Vyxthout kin, WithO.CPendent,
arithmetical units lf}lons) without customs likm engage-
has to imagi , all separable, all equiva e so many
time glagm‘? them as.assemble quivalent, and one
timei a% coming to terms ‘_'Vith one anoth '

rom the nature which i er for the first

\c na s's
and from the situation which ha UPPosed to be theirs,
b

there 1 : s been ¢ , .
re 1s no difficulty whatsoever in de’duckinrgitheq for them,
e

h . - - i
their will and their contract.  But from the fact that the
it would be suit b]e to them, it by no means foﬁ bt
it wou ; itable to othe;rs. On the contr rows that
theref og;w that xt.wxll be suitable to no othérsary’ it follows
posénitau e::s; will be extreme should one at’tzg,dftha,t, the
pose It ¢ e}; n 1\2?§ipeople; bgcause it will have fmP tm? 1m-
the imment ay o staﬁgze, which separates an unsubst asure
out substar;ce pfro(r)rslozrl) 'rlec aIl phc?mom’ oo nreal imagetlit:ﬁl’
Révolution, To,m. 1,1 2, é 2a)n complete man.f":('l,‘ai’ne,, L;:

In effect, they have been formed

d together for the first

_this ‘world.

“is not made for any nation; it 18

PN

~respect to the very
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“The constitution of 1795, just like its predecessors, is
made for Man as such~_ But Man does not exist at all in
1 have see Frenchmen, Italians, Russians,
etc., but as to Man, 1, for one, protest that I have never -
met him in all my life; if he exists he is to me utterly un-
known... Buta constitution that is made for all nations,
' ‘ a pure abstraction, a
scholastic claboration’ made to exercise the mind according
to an idealistic hypothesis, and which addresses itself to
Man, in the imaginaryregions which he inhabits.” (De
Maistre, Considérations sur 1a France,c, 6.) :

But the chimerical character of the system reveals itself
still more in this, that, while constructed for ‘the  express =
purpose of preserving liberty intact, n reality, it tends en- ‘

tirely to the destruction and ruin of liberty. W at
suffered to fall under the tyrannical dictation of the pre- Z o
vailing number, without any defense, and without any pos-|
sible recourse. And yet the ideal society was to ‘be such
as ewould gather into one the individual liberties, so that /
each individual in obeying the law, would obey his own i
sweet will, expressed in the law and rqpﬁesented by the
‘Jaw! Nay, not only- as regards minorities, but also in
majorities themselves, the same thing -
will appear at first glance- Because .the'major'}ties, while
they prevail as regards mere ax:l‘thn_letxcal quantity, do not
excel as a rule in sound reason, in-wisdom or in mc}ependent
judgment, nor in any or all qf those 'thmgs wh1c}1 really
constitute them as men in their own right. And if one 18

not a total stranger to human affairs, he will easily see’

that such multitudes, if perchance they bg‘admitted to-the '

making of a law, are wont to become the dupes of dema-
gogues, agitators, and bosses, or, to use one word, of the
of individualism, subjugate those

_thus use them as the instruments of their
further their own private interests and their
Hence, from- first to last, that

_oligarchies which, born

majorities and
~ domination t©
_own persona

1 ambition.
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boasted liberty is, by virtue of this system, resolved into
the privilege of a few demagogues, ‘whilst for all others
there remains either open oppression or slavery veiled be-
neath the lying appearance of emanci ‘
s the conclusion to which even g summary examination
of the system leads. That, however, in view of the grave-

- ness of the matter, this may become more manifest and
- evident, and to the end that simultaneously it may become
more and. more plain, -how pernicious, how noxious, how
deadly is the fundamen

1 tal principle of Liberalism, even in
respect to the simple pu

: : rpose of civil life, it will-be well to
take up its particular applicati

t ons. - This, indeed, is
- in the chapter which follows... - S \m‘ ?edf s :dqne

~ CHAPTERDII |
- TuEsis: That the principle of Liberalism, i 11, applica-
tion to human affairs, entails the disgregation ang dissolution
of all social organs, introducing everywhere the ;fruggle for
life, instead of concord for life, which alone ;

4 of conco : i$ the low of Jif.
And that it extinguishes-all real liberties by the constitution
of the despotic State, absolute, irresponsible, o ‘

whose will and omnipotence there is no limir. =

-To begin with, one should note thatforgar}ierfect ad
integral application of a chimerical and unnatural pripe; nl '
there is of course no scope whatsoever. ‘Naturgy, "’xPVe}l)ai g
furca, -tamen usque recurret’— * Though you drive oz)tkn}ttzjre‘
‘with might and main, nevertheléss it will return’;
ever be in -the power of visionary philosophers ¢
a real society in conformity with their ideologi

Mnivorous, to

o constﬁrét«\' ,,
es, after the -

pation. -Such, I say,

 mere natural righteousness,

nor will j¢

SOCIALLY DISRUPTIVE _* ' ~ '39‘
: ‘o fashi the clay, to
ower to- fashion t s
v r that a potter has p e same.’
mitllzeat: will ang kind of a\ves.sel‘ from one and1 t:nd i
m of ma:eriaf. For as evil, if it were %ntelgfrabut would
lfﬂ'dis 1d not even be able to sustain 1ts§ ! is contrary
ect, wou tem that is ‘
. : : very system f
fall of its own weight, so also every )t,,] and thus can not
to nature is in its integrity unbearabie, cies of various
b lied without meeting causes or agen and partially
k?ngfgvhich obstruct it, and react gga.mlsts lt’VVe st.not,
S f its principles. - W€ :
ernicious force of 1 : ism_ solel
. Cﬁncefl‘otrge I:neasure' the noxiousness o{] Lﬂf)::ailns real life}i‘
} . he effects which' we have seen t ‘usf,l_ tion of the
\;-\;)m tu:t‘take into account what the aPlp ;:ahas in fact
:ten;q necessarily 'imp1i¢5,~al.so What]e;'r:ﬂuence that is,
.Sy duced in proportion to . 1ts _ac,tuad 110Wed ,it bythe '
'mtrqd' ing the greater Or. ]ess_er latitu ef'a'otls faith, or of ~
considering esistence, either of religiou 2 tinct
greater or lesser or even of the simple insti

OfSCl - V : (6] tll t Cir

‘of pldces and -persg):ts(; consideration, as it is O“IY-ga“' to.]ii?é
Havmg'takenx}eﬂection,.consider now .1n t!le r?‘tl‘?t;er-
this preliminsty . 1 of the fundamental principle Of - ry
~how t}}e apphca??ts very nature the de.structx.on. o e'Vt}?1 3’1 o
alism dmpoct o tural ‘ot connatural, which, existing wit at
minor soctetys mixu Seate, is distinct from the State or 4
the domain of the - 1 w from the State. This, 111'd€‘? ;
& lti ‘:“;)riori’ from what has l?e’tir} said,
] vs,s(tiﬁ? more manifest ‘a posteriort, "xf'fg’:n‘i
and 1; b;zoggal codes which have taken their origin
consult the: :

Jeast not recetvin
. becomes most €Vl

beralism, that is, from the principles of the F’r’e n,ChA
. Liberalism," 2 o ' :

S : : at
Revolgt}l‘onﬁrs'c place, 1 say, it is made evident from wh
~In the :

i ism, tit'is
sal Liberalism, for all tha |
R een said. For liber: roall =
has, alre""'YLdyanls the emancipation of ;.the 1ndw1dual,r ef r
: worth":‘n:it:siréskto preserve absolutely intact that supreme.
‘whom 1t

: d i incipal good of man which is Liberty." Moreover,
and principal.

T ancipation’
S itains that society is repugnant to the emancipatior
ooat, maliiertis. :

Y
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Of th . .. _ .. . . i
formzc;n(;ilwguag society, that is, organized society, society
~on the basis of stable ties and laws, socieri' in fine
b b

. ) X
eally deserving of the name society—that one society and

iy )
51 :kr):; exc?pt}e‘d, w}nch has been constituted according to
the. th;l,o _the principles of the social contract. Aggain
y soctety is the society of the social contract whic};
< b

gathers together individuals like so many arithmetical unit
3 nits

enti
rely equal among themselves, and in every way inde

‘pendent ‘
p of one another; under one ‘common government '

emanating from the sum-total of the: indivi
4 he sum-{ - indiv i
\évl}l:g};esotcﬁzzf they. give thg name 'of'Statel.du'ai!hfv:‘lllcl(lestici
repudi;te exs ﬁre, is that Liberalism is doomed. either to
rep  ltself, or to proceed towards the' di > Lt
y society distinct from the State issolution of
ment in its. nefarious work of destruc;' o
until 1t reigns over perfectly disuniteclion o
merely aggregated together in the sam i
ci)rn. are aggr&;lgated in the ear: s
clusions to w ich the principles of the s
lt?]?i;ng](?fl?glc. “But how they have beez it‘zrrr:sllaeta(cil f"N .
ot d;eas into the order of facts, and stil] e
. o day to be so translated, i ontinue
set ’t;(‘)rth briefly. ; > % Yorth our pains to
Lo he first of all societies i deiety’ whin |
nstituted by God Himself, tlfé tf}’lsiti(:)crla
wh_}ch is beneficent-among all others a‘nt0
society, attuned to the more intimat
}gugxlan.heart, and demanded by the m
‘both . .
SOCiet)(’)ux'COr;(;rrlilnlani our physical life: I mean domess:
society, commor y known as the family. It 'the'nm;‘*‘tlc,
too, of all, fxperle.ncg: the adverse blows of Liberq Irst,
v , as far as in it lies,"by every means 3 dgra11§mf,
! }:r e(;rery eﬂ’prt, by every resource at its disposalnﬁ devlce,~
‘eh estruction and elimination of the family so p}tlrposes
?}?‘-g 1t wellhsay that, for the legislators of the Re\tr Iat e
this in truth was tHe Carthage to be destroyed. Ang Lipoon,
ism destroys it first in its foundation.- For the'f;\?ndLiperaL’

r pulverization,
nads which are

Such, surely, are the con-

27 which has been

Rature, a society
erior to all political
e affgctions of the
ore evident needs of

F

' /legal divorce, and not without reason, be¢
StoDD, '/ be bound by the -authority of the cvi
Pping 4 mo- '+ dissolved and rescinde

! law. Finally, from_

y that grains of -

. And what remnant, I ask;
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the family is ‘marriage, and that indissoluble marriage,
through an indivisible obligation binding in common bot
the man and the woman unto the very end. - Moreover,
how contrary such an obligation is to the liberty and
emancipation of the individual, 1s easy for all to see at a
glance. Nevertheless, certain -prejudices still continue to
- Be rooted in the minds of men, which-do not allow the
intended reformation to be ‘carried . out hastily. Hence,
iberalism will begin with the reduction of marriage to the
‘statusof a mere civil contract,sanctioned only by the civil law.

;'I<{Then, from civil marriage there will be an easy transition to
because whatever can.

| law can also be
d by the authority of that selfsame
legal divorce 2 gradual a_md impercep-
tible descent will be prepared to “free love,‘”m which is to
be found the most complete application of ‘ the principles,

and when this shall come to-pass, there will not survive any

able vestige of the family than exists among

\
\ 5gniz 1 X1 7
! the brute beasts) You G e then, how Liberalism intends by

_every means and device 0. accomplish the destruction ©
the fg@jly,jﬁyfa“ftétkiﬁgixts _u,lgx._m_ggg:_,foundthnn. It likewise
intends to destroy the family 1n 1ts authority. In the first
ns of laws depriving the father of

it does so by mea A _
fllligff:;r;)ti.lyo(; the power of free disposal of his property, so

that it is not lawful for him to give one of his child.ren a
greater portion than another, nay not - lawful fqr him' to
disinherit even an unworthy offspring. But, second}y and
especia]ly, this is _done through the \laws.of public aqd
obligatoryinstructxon, whereby the education of the chil-
dren is virtually taken away from the parents, and the
entire control of the public .school system SO .C(.)mpletely
given over to the civil authority, that no recognition what-

" soever is accorded t0 the possible right of any other author-
ity to intervene 1 respect -to the dlscxphn.e or course of
study, or concerning the choice or approbation of teachers.

will be left of paternal authority,
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when such legislation, reaching the ultimate term of its
evolution, shall put into complete execution those things
which until now it has been content merely to desire?
But if the family still manages to withstand so many and
such great forces of dissolution, behold finally the laws of

~ succession, which prescribe that on the death of the father
or mother the property shall be equally divided, and that -

each of the children shall go his own way taking with him
a portion of the scattered patrimony. Hence the family
has now become a merely temporary association which
death speedily dissolves and disperses to the four winds.
With the stability of the family estate has perished the
continuity of -the family down through the ages; the per-
- petuity of its examples and traditions has also ce’ésed ‘and
nothing remains of it except individuals ‘who pass ;way
and vanish, one after another. = - T :

d demoniac effort at the destruction
for no other reason than this, that it
thanks to the solidity of that institutio
cacy of its influence, the most powerful
nefarious purposes. But do not imagi
societies can find favor in its eyes: such, for example, as-
those which are called corporations, like “the guirl)ds’ of
artisans, of laborers, and, in general, of men whom th
exercise of the same art naturally associates together und c
determinate laws and by-laws. The individualism of. d?r
social contract does not tolerate the co N
societies.. But since it was easier to destroyxhem’;forvthat

- reason, the Revolution ‘at”its very inception chose by 5
single decree, by a single law, by a single intimation ofy it:;
_despotic will, to abolish them foreve '

: / In such wise, then, does Liberalism aim with ruthless -
. ’ n

of the family, and
sees” in' the family,
n-as well as the effi-
resistent to its own
ne that other minor

] g hus
_ cording as he canjnor yet even thus,

-eXistence of ‘such

‘ r.  And the‘pretextuk‘
was always the same: to ‘preserve absolutely intact the

liberty of the individual; to leave free scope for the com. -
petition of individual liberties; and that anything g coni
trary to the principle of liberty which either impedes op '
diminishes the fg‘ee exchange of the labor demandeq: and -
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- o 5 vain will wise economists
the wages offered,hetc., etc/d 'Inr;,ralcnommon o e at.once
. a -
rotest that which even ordinat by an
groclaims: that such, individual liberty un{)rlo te?t:gatyther'e
resources of united force, is altogether }Qle P eisi;n to labor
M >
is no liberty for the laboring ;lan ﬂesmhle' ;leg/l ~but only ac-
X M orain >
to acquire and, to pfOﬁt e . according to a humane
. ‘ yrdi a me-
and just law o organized labo_r)l lziut adccgrdtl;ll;gctti?ze com-
P ‘ f unbridled and des o
chanical' and fatal law © IIs his labor cheer-
' who sells his la
ition: that the case of the man
petition; th iy is not precisely the same as that 9f
fully and VOlunt?rll)y . ditions force to accept a certain .
man whom labor-con > - with -
the since such a one does not stand on equal termshoose‘
wage, because the employer of labor can choo
his employer, ecauh “are forced under the stress:of dire’
g many men Who ich i become
amonb’t toyconsent to a wage which contmuesfto ecom
g yd more insufficient. Such freedom o dc01. o
r?loref:rr; on the part of .the la_borer,_ soon e?ibserltn he
'f'beret to die of starvation.” It is a p}fgatl"’e‘From ys’uch
1ber 4 t liberty, nay 2 fsubstracted.h_el't)’-d bt dread-
.il.bst_rtac e thé inhuman str}lggle forhhfe andigm? Ot
ul oo f our age, proletarianism, the CoT jat - class; -
ful curse 0 lass of society known as the proletanat 3 re, |
' m}llmerousstcrippéd of all stable private property, anc. te
- who are . ‘
i in a’ most Mmiser . " “The
. duced, 1n { hereditary want and indigence, etc qv d
condition 0 hat js to say, the condition of the family de-
1 that: > . : v o
~ Pmletar}at’ all property, appearing (under Revolutlo_nat v
tached romrmal thing, instead of as a soc,la‘fl mon%:c’li(‘)ﬁ‘ty ;
law) 2 a.rgl?x Pin, Vers un ordre social chrétien.) "The ex& ,
(La T ourf nun;emus class destitute of all property, an ;
1stence O \iat were, in.a state of hereditary privation, 1sIa ~
living, Ssﬁn‘precedented fact.” (Le Play, Ref. soc% t. I.()1 : g ;
‘new a-? weat, in vain will you, or anyone else o go% and .
vain, ‘;redp me’nt; ‘make these and other protests. ror to
- sound Ju gose do you appeal to justice? to yvhat purpos:: i
- what p";gge» the rights of a just and :beneficent. hberty‘.
do.you UIE=: - , ; e . v

able and heart-rending way, ‘toa.
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Liberty is sought for its own sake, liber
In its conception. And this ideal libert
the right of citizenship except to indjvi
in order that they i :

ty as such, liberty
y does not concede
dual persons, which,
Mmay in nowise restrain, interfere with,

or fetter one another, it desires to be devoid of all cohesion
. among themselves.

- Its manifest, therefore, that it is the task of Liberalism
to, dissolve all_the social organs into. one. Tor. o 1
. organs of the physical body are not molecules, or atoms,
- or cells, but rather limbs and members, so also the organs
of the social body are not individuals, but the family, the
guild and the municipality. = And if these be once sﬁpp,osed

to be de-articulated or disorganizedwithin the organism, to

it ne t'hat all real liberties

‘having destroyed all inferior organiza

will absorb into itself all force, all Power, - all right. all
authority, and become the sole. adini y gnt, a
instructor, preceptor, educator and
comes also the sole proprietor, owner and possessor. - And
what else, I ask, does this entail except a- onstro : f n

of slavery? The Apostle says that the heir, ag lonus milm
‘1s ‘a child, differeth naught from the slave, beCausg ails le
under tutors and guardians until the time " appo; : debls
the father. But a worse fate has befallen th ponted by
of the social contract. '

guardian,‘until_it be-

t : .
a time only, but is so placed indefinitely and E)ies‘i:;"e,t}for
minor is not under a guardian constituted by the fath it
‘but under a master, to whose will and domination,ther &
so far as the system-itself is concerned, absol o T
Indeed, in its last analysis, the Liberalism of
tion is resolved into that proposition which is
~in the Syllabus, under n. 39: “The Commonw

the RevOlu:'
Condemned,’
ealth. of the

nistrator, procurator; -

: At minor-child . =
- For that minor is not placed ig
'such a condition that he differs naught from '

utely no limje.

“Tex reverence
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‘ ] is endowed
t of all rights, OW
he source and fount L o limits .
‘Stf:lt‘e, aliintd of right which 1s circumscribed byﬁ o
with.a k ; S ; :
r.” : k . : in the very
Wh%‘ti(:]e‘tfﬁe political order, Ll-berahsmfde:]};r%srsf«article o
first clause of the Comirat 10?(1[, and 10 n is born free.
" the Déclaration des droits de }]0771.7”_3 Lhm\———r"al tuman being from
Liberalism would detach the mdi‘(l uhistorical. It would
" atura OI" ! . : Il ther
. edents whether n e ties and all o
Eltferztzeiiim from family-ties, C()lrpog)a:f;%ecause it'is neces-
. b a . B
i ocial or tradition f eeds a govern-
e Wheijlc\}::rirsx society and because ~Soclertzmnent for gsociety
‘ Saryttowill Liberalism establish a -gove
ment,

individual lib-
each individua
: or suffrage to . tes.
upon the basts of one vote f these sovereign votes..

3 1 ) count. o
“erty, and of the taking into ac , the general

calls
. what ‘Rousseau ¢ ,
The majority, expressing M after a fashion, express: the
b

' on will also jori comes thence-
o ety - The will of the majority beeorics JiCEC
%ene}:al 111 ::etfz’.of law against W thh l:,Oerouseful and reason-
orth a de f 1a hing. howe ‘

1 to anything, - at person or-
recourse 1n regarC%cetr hov&}” precious of sacred t:thesm;;) roon o
thing nobmatLiberty at the. V?ﬁ}’. ?i"ltsifiual forces and

. ma €. " . res a ] indiv: TCes.

:Eire‘gwhic{l methodically lgnot - that it created uniquely

SRR vaun ! PR . but 1In
particular 'hble;ntisé ml,g't}’ of each single individual; but 1
~and exclustve '

O . . k-
' dividualism wea :
1 i shows learly that tﬁhlst":ffect. Its-second
pracnce,.hlstory Is. This 15 the: firs of right, over”
ng the 1nd1V1 Ui_ieer ‘withQUt anﬁr ¥recotl¥S§f the maj,ority,-
Hect 1 m l s ng e par
effect is to €9 belonging to 't ot the me
‘ individuals not b fuge of real liberties. ™~
all individua the last refuge @ - - ‘that
~and thus to destfo ic order, sovereign lxl_)erty ﬁ‘Shci:S ood
“In theecOnO‘? ¢he individual liberties, X'mtitu%ion
the concurrencle, (Zo result, should be a“sa_cre 1r{1;r€” on,
ought *“ev“af no_other p,oligy.w;,than.\,H,-,I,afz%gg,é_%, and
- : e .v,A,.:.,\ in s ]
g e O Rl s el out o
 Jarsrar paTser, . Ol S vidual. As w
la{;l/z;of lz;bor ff‘usiv;hlibertv, as out of veneration for t}ﬁe
: 0 erty .
forf; htl]ie world, the workman must respect t “
1 ot . .
~machinery “. :
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. .

injunctions of the ;decréé of Chapelier, and keep himself

severely aloof from all association, corporation, or federa-
tion, from every syndicate of a professional nature, calculated
to disturb_the free. play of supply and demand, the.free

exchange of salary and labor.  So much the worse if the

merchant of labor be a millionaire, absolute master of the
fate of 10,000 workmen: ‘Liberty! Libesty! FEconomic
liberty, therefore, ends, by a rapid deduction, in the noble
liberty to die of starvation. I should make bold to call it
a negative liberty, an abstract libert
tracted liberty. ~All real liberty, all
free ' and assured power of -
recuperating one’s vital energies, is denied the laborer along
. with the liberty of association. :

liberal ideals to obtain, in" the economic: order, a certain
degree of liberty of association: To
develop and nourish it, we must obliterate every trace of
liberalism that still subsists in human' minds. .. ‘We must
either exclude all liberalism, or else forego all effective
liberty.” (Maurras, Libéralisme ot L: ‘

4 Liberté, p. 5,5eq.)
But, what sort of enigma, then, ig this that a social
-system erected upon Liberty, to Liberty, anq for Liberty

should lead so evidently to despotism and the efiminn e
of all real liberty? And what new kind of mare\lfiar?lirslattll](i):
that a political doctrine founded, as they claim ;
philosophy, should stupidly recognizeas thesxlpfeme authorit

thedictatorship of mere numbers? It i Y

practical liberty, all

“the principle of government by number; b
“surd in its source, incompetent in 1its exe
in its effects.. . We have too much respe
to allow. it to be said: It suffices to count
incompetent, in order to resolve questions
interest which demand long years of. study; of €Xperience
- or meditation. - It suffices to receive and to add togethe,
* the suffrages of the primaries to decide the most o :
things...  Government by number tends to
country. It of necessity destroys all that which

€Cause it i ab.
TCIse, pernicious -

‘of Very: general

¥ better still, a sub-
preserving one’s life, and of . -
It required the decline .of

extend this liberty, to

- from the wO”,M the w0

»upon pure
necessary to refute

ct. f0r[th‘epeb le :
the Votes of tphe .

-] delicate
dxsorganim the *
Moderateg
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PURPOSE SATANIC I
kY B . : . ‘
: ST . it: religion, family,
r tempers it, all that which differs fromkiltq'dreetgc'.’’ "(Maur‘ S
?raditi(}))ns classes, organizations of any kind, €t T,
3

ras, Libéralisme et Liberté, p. 9 seq.)

¢ stion here «
And do you imagine that if there wi}llS OQL};?EEC}I‘ a doc-"

f 'n'l libei,tv or of platonic Phllos?,pdys"o lofty a pinnacle -

of civi " or could ever have reac Cl « was at stake, and

trfme/w:susP But, indeed, something etSZtake down to this

H b ’

0 suc}cl. lse still continues to be 2 ‘remains now to be

something et What that something 18, remains BEE (0,50

very moment. Wha i

explained forthwith. -

i

. CHAPTERII
L Y
Tt the principle of L’b"ml’"f"z zisndependeme
Tuesis:. That 'n ;‘ﬁﬁmgn:
anpizreligions, IS S id o purpose of er g
ot God..  And tha yip of God, the religion of Go ,h ‘
rship - . at-
‘ i e things w
oy the very notion of Him, ot t‘h,f;ibeftvgz}zhethérT
law of God, nay od mder the false pretext o p ,0 ;der o
: i ST R
soever it has atlf«"’m]"h the economic or in the domestic )
) “Lirical ort S RN :
in the polifica O o o ected. R
3,8 WAL Uff l"iryreligiousness or‘rlmplous%efs ;)n e, Pwho
o vTHBess.enﬂ?‘l,s‘m will - be readily seen }d" qu Snciple
-ciple’ of  Liberal! fact that it was the cardinal p‘d with-
dll;)ly “'éighsrythelszblllvli()n; of W}“Ch .has bee.n sal visible :
’ Fre(?(h tanic character was so explicit, s}? thiné
hat 185 s‘an uished - thereby from every ;)t erevi()us :
e is o dist! gccurred throughout the whole Pl:
ali d “eveyrv’;oﬂThe FrenCh Revolution is ufﬂf e any-
I;wyzi.tnes%ed in past ages. It is sazanic mn 1ts es-

against
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sence.” (De Maist ,
- stre, du P, . .
1s in the Fren ¢ ape, discours préliminaire.) **
tinguisheé it Cf}golrievohmog a Satanic?iiha;::é’t?: zre.})l. '}fhdere
. everythi r whic is-
perhaps, from everything that w
. anythln ‘th - as ever seen d
sidérationes thing that ever will b and,
sur-la F Wi e.seen ” {I
been ab rance, c. ¢.) Now. i 7(1d. Con-
sent from the worl 5.) Now, impi
. e world . " plety has nev
a crime:. but i ,yand im er
> it h . piety h ,
characteristic trai:1 d‘\:'e‘}’fr ‘}lested befgre a;i:-}llWaﬁ’s_been
ticularly, with » with the sa . v the same
B th the same inte
impiety )generallye same Orga_‘nlzatioh. Amgsny and, _Par_
it discourses, to b Ptoceed‘s in" a rather pe ng the ancients
> e sure; it disputes, it ga:icleable manner:
s, 1c ridicules;
3

but it i .
is devoid of acri
; acr »
ever breaks out i imony. - Lucreti .
ut into taunts and s himself scarcely

tr igi
%?.UCCS rehglon and denounce
€Vils. -
A% Ihere was -not thCIl fOI‘S
b

worthy of exciti
Unbe]i}éf, \th(;;m}% the anger and the fury-of
the war against, re(l)iW ever, the Gospel beg'axf contemporary
was moderation an dglr?ln began to increase t% be preached,
order not to fight u (‘;asure,,fOr the Paga.l ct still there
rather wont to ersn er the standard Bfl'per*.cutors) in
‘overthrowers of fhe ecute the Christiang lrrehg‘(?n, were
c}e;nturies which—follosnicfejlt;al religion, Thaesrez;}?emt's and
they are very rare an:i i Y ‘precursors er, in the
act, C. : solated S
gesst’t(’;‘f)dtasspegally agitated wft}? otth:“f‘ted together by a
the father‘ .Of mf-:zicee’ eYCn the man who ma .
worst passages of h'rn infidelity, Peter Ba‘%’ be considered
his successors, so l{s erkS’ still differg Cg e, in the very
desire of Persu,adim'tde mﬂar‘ped does he nSlderab]y from
than denying arl g, or of makmg converts- jeem _With the -
from the tone Ofgt;{lpg for as well as aga; oubting rather
the conflict of o itterness, as thoughagn:St’ »absraining
century, impiety P’:lons: But, finally, in t‘;ltral'
Then was first r'eVeg ;:V:l Into a true and 'fOrm'Ec:l eighteenth
of our: times—th ;fa ed that peculiar impiet 1dable power
e fury of impiety—and, if V{YéCh:raCteristié
' Permitred

the €xX I‘CSS.
1
P on, the concentrated and unadu] ‘e
’ N t rated i
) quin-

it a i
OOths the fyu}tful source of
> a religion which was

-~

blasphemy, even when he

flmplety appear, .

\]rY‘ Which we Wit- ;

,pal’tyf to .

2

tessence of impiety.

scepticism, no longer t
against anodyne errors,.

frothing

anger and

principal enemy, and t
philosophers pass from a

sonal hatred for its
kind of malice whic

hold the very person of Jesu

place and light that
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he cold -indifference of

he unperturbed irony of the infidel -
but implacable"hatred, flaming
frenzy. They attack religion- as their
hose who are known by the name of
hatred of Christianity 1nto 2 per-
In very truth, by a
e superhuman, they
s Christ in exactly the same
1 living enemy would be held.
nt, with united forces.

No longer t

Divine Founder.
h would seem tO b

a persona
an agreeme

Then, also, entering 1nto :
he infamous oné from the world;

they swear to extir
they pledge them

that its name may
rise up agains

selves O

¢ God directlys saying:

pate tl . ]
‘eradicate-1t from the earth, so

emembered. Then they .
“Pepart from us: the
1 d who is omni-

be no longer T

not desire, an

knowledge of Thy ways We do not ¢
Him?’ (Fob,21 :14.) ~But now

potent that we sho
‘we must pause to
“the state. of thing
permeated th
to the crown of t
since all of our cvl
and the ministers

conspicuous an
.t had come to-P2s

“institutions &

interwoven.: Yor;
s truth

by the b¢35-,

. inVOlVe ’
L ‘gocial 13
‘ ‘could m:

- qure for whose up
. rogether by ’frlendly compac

e entire socia_l«

d lofty. ’preém

nd religous ones

ing the kingdom O% .
5 ythe‘b’lshopsas t
Here, then, the reason 1s P
'of the impious promoters ©

‘aga necessary sequ

~titutions,
‘no wise be separa

uld serve
consider what for a long
s in Europe Religion, of course; had:
body from the soles of the feet
d that most intimately.  For,
K its origin from Christianity,
had -obtained ‘everywhere a
inence in the ‘political state,
s thereby that everywhere, likewise, civil
‘ had - become. marvelously
{ all European states can be said with
what an English historian said concern-
f France: to Wit, that this kingdom was
he honeycomb is constructed
atent why the anti-
f the Revolution
el, their hatred for the existing

as being such that the religious principle
ted therefrom. The ancient struc-
building both nature and religion joined
t had labored incessantly, was®

time had been

d5 an
fization. too
of religion

(o]




RN R AR

50 - " LIBERALISM

extremely displeasing to the Revolutionaries,
Cecreed that it be leveled
molished, to make room for a new social  and political
- orcer, which would be suited to their prime and principal
intent of destroying all religion. = ' .

“It was not until the first part of the ei
that infidelity became a re
to spread with incredible rapidity to
the palace to the cabin, it insinuate
infests everything; it has invisible channels, an action secret
but infallible, such that the most attentive observer, wit-
nessing  the effect, is sometimes at a Jogg .to. discover the
means. Through an incomprehensible sort of prestige it man-

ages to make itself beloved by the very ones of whom it is
~the deadly enemy, and the very authority which it is about
to immolate, stupidly embraces it Jjust

the blow. Soon a simple system becomes 3 formal associa-
tion, which by a rapid transition changes itself into a plot,
‘and finally into a grand conspiracy which covers the whole
of Europe. Then for the first time i ini

peculiar character of impiety wh
than the eighteenth century. " It-is'no longer ¢
of indifference, or the at most mali i

itis a deadly hatred, it has the tone of anger and
rage. - The writers of this epoch, at least the most noted of
their number, no longer treat Christianity as a_humap
error of no consequence, they |

onsec pursue it as a capital enemy,"
they attack it with a vengeance; it is duel to death; and
what would appear- incredible did we  not: hav,

proofs thereof before our very eyes, ‘is that some of thoge
men who' give themselves the title of Philosoph

5 .. o ers advanCe
from the hatred of Christianity to an actually pergon 1
hatred for its Divine Author: - ‘They hate Him;as:reanv

as one could hate a living enemy... Nevertheless, sinca |
the whole of Europe was civilized by Christianity, anq the
- minis.ers of religion had attained to great political st :
- in every country, the civil and religious institutions:

Hence they

ghteenth cen tury

every quarter, From

prior to receiving

to the ground and utterly de-

" be-said with more or less trut

. .
al power. Thereupon it is seen - -century would not be s

s itself everywhere, it - ~ciple.  And this 1s precisely W

~ the midst of sinful Europe:

e .
~instruction it —pleasle):s tth
" truth is concealed by

: f ‘ . . . e;
- stitutions politignes,

andipg o
became

S0 . ,'I
PURPOSE SATANIC ; 5

' lv amated in a surprising :
¥ :l{ntah% states of Europe c;ou’ldf g
h what Gibbon has said of =

s ki e by the bishops.
France, namely, that this Iezngdo}:ntwat;ﬁemg}cfilo ;); e
' ita » tna ) . R .
e e ot thereﬁ‘)’:et’o hate the social institutions,
ble to separate the religious prin--
at happened. All the lgovern-‘
R .its displeasure,
ts, all the institutions of Eul:qpehm;lll;lsure tEat g
Efc?ufée they are Christian l'and mtta%‘niversal i ey
> th . unrest, . ket
. s an mtelleCt\la_ e, especially, -
ar]e; Chrlst;l;:::;ion of all minds. ,bsln g;an:na Sc}))on lly,
t;}ll ¢S h}i)lcc))sophical fury. knew nob ozlhne c’oa[escence e
sin lp formidable voice, formed by
single fo _

]’1631‘"[‘ 1 y.]lg ou to GOd) in
. 1 t (

“[an)’ man)} \]().(:es - lllakCS ltSle ) '
: ‘ ] ‘ I‘,ea.Ve us ! MuSt WC, fOI SOOtll,

commingled and, as 1thwerf
manner; in such wise that o

ffom .which it was imposs

riests; ‘ i ope
forever tremble before p ~ive us? Throughout Europ

to 8 . it is ti or.
heI':mbl%e of the censer; it is time for .

‘ i longer:
h forth from the fatal cloud.  We will no long
er to come :

i it is for them,
our- children; 1 e
(i. e, God) to ; t,- and that
speak of Thee (i: < 'men, to learn if Tl};)ut hirr > A e
o T bzcortn demand of the_m- A n all that exists.
e because Thy name is written <2l without Thee.
"pleases ES befja‘;stroy all, and to ret{nakeoir acaderhies, o
We wish-to:de Js, depart from L v
» our counse® ~ fhicient for us. ~Leav
Depart from ou > enson is su ;
: e : inct érateur des con- ...
art from-oufk: heom ES.;“i sar le principe générate ‘
’ T : S 4 ’
o s g n. 63-66 d cing this new social order
g .
e for e jal”; ns, the
Now, the pretg’;x the Cantrat social ”’; th}? mz:ef’~ the
was liberty; 118 "C(g)o ue-'thé,ultir‘nat?m(;tls‘;e’t 0\:5 thé su-
the dema pistic and colossal State, ,’
rule of the theistic an 4 : f all
itution ‘of the @ v dictator of all
constitution of fall rights; the ‘omnipotent

iter- 1bi inder  whose”
preme arbiter iollicit, permxtted or prohibited, u
' Jjeit or |
that 15 hiet “infamous . . >+hi Verges, -
auspices thg' lfnfgver', To this point everything converges,
; . or b . - St e i
be a‘bOhShe, d e e s

and receive from them the

‘name and worship of God were to




- end there may be nothing left but

t n l{evelatlon, nor Ot]ler mor allt sa‘le' 0 l
n

_liberty is the idol to sed

. which he bound
h he the worl
- of paganism. For the(;'lesdt bt};u:?
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l l
(6) |ll 0oint al cise 18 ()Ida)lled as a ]“ea“s’ to tlllS end

the destructi
ction of the fami
of the guild the family, to thi:
; s. to th » 1s end th :
the Communes andls }e]nd the destruction of t}:3 ({.estru.ctmn
the Provinces, so that nae 11 erties ]:)f
,-namely, in the

the power of the State,
ene can move hand or
Vi of the universe. . This is the

y. Liberty is the pretext,

hands uce 1
and fee o nations: H A
Is not, which has feet a,nctlhfv ]S(Ol which has

alks not; .an in

; -

-animate god behi .
the natio%qs' to-e}:nd which  Satan pre
servitude far worse PS:.CS to reduce
‘ e than that with

eans 1
of the material idols

without wh

ose - authorizati
without orization
o throughout the environs nfo .
purpose Intended, not civi o

nothin ..
e e than religlon. * " th
anit ; . -t
Ferry). And agai:,h‘l‘cg can dlspens’e'wi)l;say’ “to organ-
A . ” .
are in rebellion agaj rom the days of th .God” (Julius
(by human undgamst authority both di e Revolution; we
pends upon- G derStfi’n?l that human , vln'3;3\!1d human”
menceau “Weo )—"Since the Revo} authority. which de
’ are in rev 1 . -
and human. wi | revolt against .
. ith auth .
rible account the‘;"’hlch we, at one fell bl(())nty both divine
again: -“Man}; e twenty-first of 'Januarw’ settled a ter-
of civilization bﬁtefare who speak and v{zritY) 1793.” And
struggle is the | ew there are who under of the struggle
e last desperate stand ‘of I:gel”stand that t]gﬁs
' e

before it finally di i
nally disappears from the world, an otian ideal

civilization is

S prepare ' ‘

rather than relinqll)lishd hto Tesart to any me oy modern

the cost of such gre lt ose things which it laxms Vhatever,

Christianity are ';gntat abor.  For modern cj Aascured at.

is “inevitable thz;t :g0n1§t1_c to each.other a;“ghzl?tion- and
ne . give pl te 2 ethe 1

o, place to othen erefor

progress .can acknowledge no God savtci1 © other, ‘VMod: n

ofie im rn
m

the world a
nd opposed.to t / ‘
pposed. to the transcendental Gog alflent to
kin ' . ot Chri
d, whose source is the hum ; nly that. o
! an will determinin titrue

'

a0
¥a
rarwa
se e

itself, and becoming la

" nomic or the po

ution’n exclaims Cle. . ' Dr. Elliot, the fam
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w unto itself.” (Hartman, Religion

de I'avenir.)™ . o i

This, then, is the final conclusion of the present article:
that Liberalism seeks the overthrow of religion, when under-
‘enters the domestic3 the eco-

the lying name of liberty, 1t : me
litical order.  But its dgscription 18 not yet
complete. 1t remains to add something concerning its
to religion. For it does not stick

¢ the rigor of its

various forms in relation
to one method, but knows how to tempe i
demands in the presence of those whom the portent of its =
impiety might still offend; nay, it knows-}}ow, to transbﬁgure )
itself into an angel of light, and under 2 virtuaous semhl.ance
to ensnare the uncautious with- certain. empty sophisms.
Hence, we must explain, in a few words, into how many -
species or quasivspecies it1s subdivided- =~ :
‘ be ‘inclin‘ed:‘to regard this attitude towards religion
; hd i hat the American liberal’s views
as peculiarly Furopean and to think:t : )
on chis Sub)ect arepesse’ntiauy different to those of his Furopean 'brother,
the U'ans\ajter has taken the liberty tq nsert the ‘f‘ollowmg atation f’r’ome
$ esident of Harvard: The new religion, .he
Is by the promise

ous ex-P'r 1 :
.o reconcile people to present 1
reedom has been

dvent of just f
Prevention'will be the watch-

. * Lest the Reader

43 b
savs, “will not attem t to recon
o i -1 beheve.’the a

of future compensanoﬂb? }, promises

. jes by suc T ; its mini
d'elagiedf f(;‘rbcen;u:el?isgio}],, anda okilful surgeon w:l} l?e one of its r'mmsters.
}SOT of the ne] T olation as offered by old religions, but1t will reduce’
t;\ cannge Sfufg)ngolati"“ » (TheNew Religion.) — Note of the Translator.
the need ‘of €0 TS SRR LRI ' : g ‘




PARTII

Concerning the Various Forms of Liberalism
‘ in Religions Matters
Tuere are three princi
ere is tzbso_/ute, Liberalism; there ig ‘moderate
and, finally, there is a Liberalism which i is
characterize, since it

: consists in complete incoh
defies every attempt at a definitio

of those who designate themse]

pal forms of religious Liberalism.

erence, and
n: namely, the Liberalism

ves ‘as Liberal Cathol;
Common to all three forms is tholics.

on : the intent
emancipation of the civil order from the
thereby ensure the emancipation of the State f; h

‘Church.” But in the first form this emancipation ; Poich s
by means of the absolute domination of the States SeCurﬁ

Church; in the second form it is secured by'meanove; the
complete independence of the State from the Chusl(l) the
of the Church from the State. In the th; rel, and
this mutual independence and separation. is defend d and
approved of, not as a theoretical principle of justie' z;)n

as that which in practice supplies the best o, . o> Pt

- St modus pivesdi
What should be our estimate of each. of th vivendi,
what their proper and

€se forms
Lo : an
distinctive characteristics are wd
must now consider in due order. T TS €

to set up
religious,- and

¥

_ thing must obey.

< people in their

rd form, finally,

CHAPTERI
Tuests: That the first form
Materialism and Atheism.

N = : ‘L
This is the form of absolute |

M ters. A l
i receding CbaP - in its social
were conce}:}mi{i ‘}?é;?cpgwer to which humanity
State as the hig

ise itself.
rogress can raise 1tsetl: anyth
gbogve it, but it has ng? ec'rertloit}.,; It has adfsu}[:}'elllnzvz-:‘y_
~thing that 1s not ! o can resist ich every-
univgersal power which -nogllén%orm par excellence; 1615 t
' Jt s’ ,

relationships;

s

of Liberalism is reducible o

ibéréxlism with wl}xch v}:e
It conceives the

the State nothing :
- Not OnlYi:; Se‘qual to it,-or.any--

in respect to it-no . .

: i inviolable, and -
regulator of all humat stic is -inviolable, and

. - . . S ¥ e § ! V A ht
i ual or dol}‘l 1 clety -mig
right - whether m(re‘gdright of which another society
much less any sacrec¢ I's.
boast. For al.l.‘rlghtﬁ argi-st‘man
social will, which, beflzlg i
is. then erected 1nto

- N . . . n
parllamffntf?-lIOWS, that no law noft nstitutio
y 1 At 1o

1 ble to

‘essennally’Pr‘)gr:ab.}lit’y, but an?thmhge law of the State,
possesses 1M lways,: however, State, exhibits
social progress- Always,: s the law of the du’c o rhic

‘ it 1 : ' con .

as long as 1618 ' 4 ‘standard of human If, which- more
the ‘supreme rule 2 . may see for himsell, ! uropean
is the theory, 2 “the 'modern ‘Consntgt]])oncslal?ation Y pe
or less: regqlgﬁ; as they do ‘on the e :
L isieg, TES |
countr Y i i o the State,

i of Man- = sminence in relation to :
Rights. 07 ly all pree fect and independen
loses oot B Y'thé} character of 2 per simple associa-
but also ever st it can only continue as 2 ,

N T A e MO . A
society-

ifested by public opinion,

nd
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derived from it in virtue of the
e .

R e
. representatives of. the
—bXntc{l?)ei?zlse the social will 1s

% According to. its principles, the Church.

1 iving 1 istence from -
sther n, receiving 1ts exi | .
£ Cther corporation, ! : e o ‘
' tion like anYA‘:d ‘as the State; qcc_ordmg to 1t§i£1t alglows e
the State: ‘to ’the' degree that it Jjudges ﬁxlzeare to, plotn:
s pleas‘ll’?;a public life, so also it deﬁpes wha 7 - the.
L e |
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limits wi 3 .

thin which : :
. the right hi .
exercised, alw _rights which it conc '

Thus. fin. ays reserving for itself edes may be
e liis"_ nally, it has come to such altum dominium.”
ondition of th . a pass tha y
than her cond?t'ChurCh 1s worse from a certai; the present
intermittent vi 11On under the pagan Empero standpoint
her at least brie(}(?nce of the bloody Persgcut'rs when the
we must think ;nterv‘als of respite.  Now. h ions allowed
apparent.” In tl(ie %he mntrinsic character O,f ‘&?eviﬁ Wh:}t
tion of the spiritu l,_rst place, it contains an j sl_t_eory is
tahty’. .For wh a_lty. of the soul as Well a H}P lcl‘t nega-
the State as th:t Justification would it'havgfo s immor-

. “have o
the destiny of m:upreme authority, if it didor conceiving:
‘and material life? nFeXdU'SWelY' to the sph no;'resma
: . - ere o 4
destiny is or whoever on ) organic
. not complete in thi ce. admits that man’
mains. for him af n this- world man’s
L ter the pr A and ‘that th
is, willy-nill present life another i ere re-
can ’by' ¥, forced to admit that or ther Immortal life
an be supreme, that only a religj L
_him in securing his su namely, which guide glous society
is there any reajgsonsaiulilrefme'and impéri%hailman and aids
B all for an " e good. - N
Of B on . or
temporal prosperity, which j}S’ IOZIEO assume that the end

s th ) i
1s that supreme good to which all eled after b.y the State,

“be subordi
rdina , se m
ted, unless he at the same tirl;St g}ive wav. and
et inks i
of man

as being evolv
. ed from
13 o L Irom -pure matter.
beralism is equivalent to Materialj Therefore, 2
But the root-error wh (]Tlallsm.’, e, absolute
. g ence a h S SIS :
speakin : others-s S '
iy g, the denial of God. .For Pring is; properl
moment supposes th ; y-certainly perly
the same. thine) th at there is no God, or (Y,hlf one for a
~world, ‘it is e g) that there is no God dis:’v At comes to
pOWer’ A asy to understand that man fInct from the
Bon, man evdlum\éerse, that is, man ampliﬁégthe highest
up in the raml\}]te fmtcf."“, multitude and ran dby associa- -
e find t}? ol a~c1_V1l. community. Indgeid and drawp
duced matter h:s ;1‘§:hhm1t~of» perfection to h"ic‘?l,such,a‘;
.o itherto attained : un o
is his , ned.. He, in:co, pro=
own - absolute master; he the fone’ 'v:hc‘onse%ence
) S ‘dOW ’j
cerning thay

1 %4

- standards for himself and his inferiors co 0. lay
. i : ‘ n

which it pleases him to call

" that are judges
that rule the peoples at |
For power is given you

divin

EXTREM E FORM

But no greater absurdity Is
God is once recognized, 2
above all other things
things which are conc

" For then, in that true and h
the Supreme Lor

sity, we must recognize
of the universe,
who preside over society m
not the State, not publ
but the jmmutable princip

distinct from Him,
civable, and 1ne

before whom man, an
ust of ne_cessi
ic opinion,
les of moral
eceived as:th
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good or evil, just or unjust. .

conceivable, where a personal
Creator of heaven and earth,

‘nay- above all”
ffably above them.
f inevitable neces-
d and Law-giver
d society, and those .
ty bow down. Then:
qot the fads of progress, :
ity divinely imprinted
e supreme rule and

ving God, o

upon our souls are to be r : ¢ &
both in the private and the public -

standard of human action
order. Then, finally,
pear to have no
which is subordinated to
authorized to rule the

of that God, to whom 2

“Hear, therefore; Ye.
of ‘the en

and th

tudes of nations:

Most ‘High,

the higheét human aut
other right t0 €
God’s a
nations 1n 2
1} human aut

:kings; an
s of the earth. Give ear, you

hority will ap-

overn or rule than a power:
athority, so that it is only

ccordance with the will

hority is subject. .~

d understand: learn, ye

at please.yourselves in multi-

by the Lord, and

who will examine your works,

strength by the _ : e
gth-bY * © your thoughts: Because being ministers of

and: search out’y
hlSklngdom)YOu
of justice, noF wal
d speedily :
zrl:entpslnall be for them that
15 granted:,

‘have not judg
ked according
will he appear t0 Y

ed rightly, nor kept the law
to the will of God. Horribly.
ou: for-a most severe judg-
bear rule.  For .to him that is

but the mighty shall be mightily

little, mercy: P
little, For God will not except any man’s person,

ormenteds - .
orment:.y he stand in awe

neither Wit 2
he little an

of any man’s greatness: for he

d the great, and he hath equally care of

made the . . RNt
* greater punishment 1s ready for the more mighty.

. SRBata .
all ‘Bu”: thgerefore,/ O kings,
m;wisdom,

: may les 1d what sort of a conception: of politic

Beho

e Scriptures inculcate.

are these my words, that you

and not fall from it.” (Wisdom, 63 2-10.)

al power the
~ Surely quite a different one
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from the notion of a power which is the fount and origin
" of all right!" Behold how in a political ruler they recognize

no more than a minister-(servant): “For he is God’s minis-

ter-for good” (Rom. 13:4). A minister, I repeat, applying
- the law which he has received, and from which, should he
~dare to deviate, not only is there no longer- due him the
~obedience of his subjects '

-tion from God.  All this 1S most evident, from the stand-

~ point of rigorous logic alone, for everyone who acknowledges
a God, and does not even admit of so-much g the shadow
of a doubt. Wherefore,
State as the supreme norm of public moral;
minion over religious society ;
the latter, takes away,

> having do-
s SC concedes to

v , limits or measures the right of the
Sorum externum according to the necessity or utility of jts

own political purpose—such a conception; | say, coheres
essentially with the absolute denial of God, that

true living God, Who is something more thana
1dea invented to overawe the common herd.

~ Nor does it avail to say that this conception stil] Jeaves
independent individual and private relip

tantamount to- nothing at all. First, becayse
are not any more self-sufficient for. re};

Mere empty

$0
being for thenr a'necessary means, in re
struction in religious worship. - And th
- dominion over social religion, is,
to render dependent also religion of ¢
private and internal forum). Secondly; becausef:re[; o
does not alter its nature when it passes from thé'pugb“c
~to the private order. - If, therefore, in the. o ~
- 1s rated among the merely human things
political end and placed under the ‘dominion of t
likewise in the private order it assumes the g
human affair, for example, of an empty opinion
-~ ing God, who, although in reality a sort of imgs
- fabulous being, is still, nevertheless, thought to

> but rather a most severe castiga-.

that monstrous conception of the

hat is, of the °

ligion.  For that is

e 1 individuals
-glous life th ‘

are for temporal life, nay much less . ¢ than they

‘Public order it =~
ordained;for;a T
he State,

Hise of 5 -
~Concerp.
Binary of
SEXist by

MODERATE FORM - |
' : 3 d men. - in every way,
' iou :-minded men. - Hence, mn y way,
i and weak-minded 1 : : every W
?uPeTSttI;;f:utSO finish, absolute Liberalism,: (t,};:; th’e he kind
rg?clhsasserts the domination of the hSt.gfﬁ er the Churet,
a nts to pure and downright atheism..
amou

‘ € €V asion ]l [9)
d tain us f\lrther. N But We‘lnuSt now pIOCCCd to

l]l T i()’] m ()f l‘.bela 1 here ith .
.d tion Of a milde g l 115]11,- W‘ ’ W b

R BRELL ) i N
. 4, y —*%*v" @)

© CHAPTERI

THESIS: Thtlf;'mod”“”éw nichaism. e
formal Atheism, ﬂf;/fﬂ,-," (o f. zz [ , .h_ X x"to s
.k s ‘lis"r‘n\o/f which we have sPO}{eintS lxtqa?ne, that
T leeraianté with the presal)ge o imposed by way
“utterly at var “he name. h,ad een e yo thy
o ffmczs in like mannet, b};han ti}t)le Eu’menides
i S5, % ven the ti ¢
of antiphrasis, 2 fable was gi : men
ies of g.1e ’ : that liberty
Furies of ancien® © ", cses’).  For, verily, piety
(edpevides ‘gracious & ame, 1f it is the liberty of 1m}f)1z:i Vs
N ich i kes 1ts 1 o 1s1 ny,. of des-
. from which 1t 8 the liberty of exquisite tyranny, ‘v has.
.' is yet much more {h;iﬁ» barbaric.: Hence its enormity

5 '  to con-’
potism far wor?}etdmanyywhc’ therefore undertook t

‘ displeasin ion) 7 iberal Liberalism. -
‘been displeas the expression) a more liberal

on

e Cy ermed moderate, "
- struct (pan peralism- which is commonly t

‘ : s the ‘absolute
It is ‘the’*Lflar' as words go,.no loggex&:gﬁiecrﬁdsbtut Sae
- which, 501 f the State over the 5 b l the
nination 2 hce of the former from the latter, nd
dominatio. dence-of the ; :
| separation from each other, according to the
al

d formula, ‘A free Church in a free Smte.f s ke
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rofess . he relig '
P es not to deny the religious order, not even the:

super 101 : :
dug, tl:)atilira%) religious order, with the absolute autonomy
" prescind t’herl;;ronr:rel}? to desire that one should utterly
LR I ‘when it com : .
political society. Religion ande;otl(')t?rde;mg the affairs of
entirely di : itics, forsooth, ar
civil Slg’ciclltsparate t.h Ings. The ﬁeld:'Pu;pose and’mezn;v‘;of
s Zhareldqulte different to those of religioug societ
. very nat}:lre g?thirlvges r:rl: - thosg things which ﬁ;om tﬁ;
separate? F
not depart from the te For the rest, we must
! general principl .
we are b ‘ ple of justic
et Igd‘:}ri. tﬁ render to everyone his duJe boti’ t\:),h(e:rEby
are God’gs- s 1ch are Cae_sar s,-and to God t}’]e things i'sa}:
ts o e’xc?utsi at, to hWIt, eccle§iastical. society shgll Zn'lc
o lusive rights and likewise civil . joy
o ere 1s room for both beneath the g Solmety, and,
ow : ‘ u
n way, not bothering at all about then;ﬂ.ey eacfh }glo
airs of the

other. Hear the répertoire of talk which the mode te liberal’ i’
rate libera

dispenses: “No more union bet
1 ween C '
iigrcis tltx};eafh;;rch has no more in Comgggc}\lvi?}l:q State.
ments than ZDhvernments have in common with govern-
ind'ividﬁatll tfey meddle in each other’s g rsheon,
: al professes after his own fashi alais? | The
ship which he chooses as agreeable o phe form of wor-
taste; as a member of the State, ho it
ticular form of worship.  The State ;VCVCI',.
?isures them all of equal protection e
. 1 1 i ’
tlo e};‘rtgfr,] s;lilel?tthe Igyglme of tolerance; and it beh
it at all costs N exce]lex}t, and salutary, te intain
¢ I S, an.d»to sgrgad 1t persevering] » onaintain
that this regime is of divine right. Godg Y: Onecansay
tablished it in creating man free; He puts}'}t‘mself has es-
i

Sh‘ own peculiar
e has no par-
zes all relig
gions,’
guarantees them equaf

by making His sun to shine alike upon the jnto Ppractice

unjust. Respecting those who disregard th orand the
will have His day of justice, which no ma iTruth, God
hasten. . Each church, as being free in anf as 2 right to
incorporate its own proselytes, direct its owr
excommunicate its own dissidents; the Sta

n faithfy
te will o

~depdse him. The State does not take

 many so thoroug ’
" nothing could -be more SO However
- ‘matter 3 little mo

" which it introduces.
long since remarked in his Bull “ Unam Sanctam,” in the pas- -

~depen

¢ State, will
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account of these things, will excommunicate no one, and

d.  The civil law ‘will recog-
o religious prohibition, no

will never be excommunicate
nize no ecclesiastical immunity, n

-religious obligation; the temple will pay the impost on

doors and windows, theological students will do_military
service, the bishops will serve on the jury or in the national
guard, the priest may marry, if he will, be divorced, if he -
will, and be remarried, if he will. On the other hand, there’
will be no more civil -disfranchisements or, prohibitions’

than  there will be immunities of another kind. Every

religion will preach, publish, hold processions, ring
and bury according to its fancy, and the ministers of religion .
will be all that a citizen can be. ~Nothing, so far as the

State is concerned; will prevent 2 bishop from commanding
1« R keep;ng_shop, or. con- "

his company in the )
ducting a business; and no more shall” anything prevent
his Church, or the Council, or the Pope, from. being able to

cognizance of any-

¢ order.”” (L. Veuillot, L'/~

thing save the facts of publi
Jusion libérale, § 1)~ -+ © M ' ; ’

This is certainly more ‘specious, nay It will seem to
: hly in keeping with the rule of equity, that
, if one considers the
re attentively, he will easily see that .the
osition is untenable by reason of the irreducible dualism

“And this, indeed, Boniface VIII had

sage where he declares that whosoever asserts the absolute in=
dence whether of the Church from the State or of the
State from the Church, resists the ordinance of God, “unless .-
he imagines like Manicheeus that there are 1wo Principles, which-
we do pronounce to be false and heretical.” And thus it is in
_yery truth, because the doctrine logically coheres with the

“:j.gbsurd tenets Vof the Manichzans, or certainly with what is
" equivalent thercto,‘whether ‘we consider the Manichzans

s according to

their belief that there were two gods as well
as two natures in single principles, or according to their’

its bells,
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the original Source or Principle, assﬁrts ;hatt_ :h((:fc:;f;;ral
iri i is di it from the creato :

] ; : spiritual things is different i r mpora
of durbmess. iy cich He fs; ' t}}iings that there-is one god by whom n;]an is gzcizned to
b o csss which God neither ] civil life and quite another by whom: ils'ma tined to
put forth, nor cast off, but which - religious life. Like Manichzus, therefore, he imag

assertion that there were-
from God, which is of i
‘the ‘other from" the ‘trib
begot, nor ereated, nor

also two souls in every man, ‘“‘one

“has its own life; its own offspri ; . inci “and, if haply he differs
.o 116, 1S, own oftspring and animals, and finally ins or principles, and, I Rapy B8, © 57
s own regime and ungenerated origin.” (St’. Augustine}, there 2;:‘: ftr\;]?nog/llganichaeus, it is only in this, that lhlsh.am -
De Vera Religione, c. 95 of, also De Moribus Eeclesie. In aug ill wbrse. For, the author of temporal things,.
Lib. 1,¢c. 10) Spt o oere tude is_sti " onsidered an evil god, he will be in-

1 EPS S T . Manicheeus conrsi. é e the
: ;\rr.ld -ﬁxist, lfnd}elred, }1lt llS self-evident, that, if the source 2;?: :(; to regard as a deity of light a&d pr(})lgrezs,c:’l}l‘;lde the
nciple of the whole world is on o . ings, whom Manichzu
. S ! €, according to the spiritual things, - L
: | words of Eccle51ast1cu§ (Ben Sirach, 1, 8), "'I'Aege is one ) aut}cxlorogf h:wilLCﬂll a god of darkness and obscura:lﬁsr?o
. nati /ng? gﬂ’ﬂloj’ omighty, ! one likewise will be the ordi- - %Ofo %rsé it is customary with those who a;;?]o‘:o hical
Ij\at(lj(')p ot le universe, one the supreme purpose of creation ' o ¢ historical arguments against history, 1:1) ! uI;nents
And 1t 1s also evident that this puipe . : concoc ; . hy. and scriptural arg
. 0se hilosophy, - )
- the part of Him who ordains, Purpose, most sublime on arguments against P o ?S customary with such, 1 say,

L ‘and the m ¥ : : ~riptures:
those who are ordained, can b ost beneficial for against the Scriptn

e no » , . in the Gospels where we are
of God and the eternal beatitude :f? t?ltcther;tghanl the glory SR appeal to dt}:?zopéi:f: the things that are Casar’s atﬁd
f01t whose sake all inferior things were made 013 creature, L b{dden to renhien s that are God’s. pr, concerning the

“evident that to this end or purpose’ ever .ihf inally, it is to God the t de% which the things which are Ceesar’s are
purpose should be subordinated, PfoVideg it grlor end or . .. true aSPegtvuizh the things which are God’s, there 1s no

. secor}dary goods in respect to the primary - 5 Zt}:ue that ’ | .contr?ste S “éussion here, that being resqrved for considera- -
relatxo’r} of means to an end, and that meagg %ro ave t-hg: i Lp'lace for hl:re % Meanwhile, however, 1t may be permis-
subordinate to the end. Hence, with irresist't;e] neC(’:ssamly{ . aor else t this one question: whether, or not, Caesar &8 Eio
the conclusion follows: that the 'politic’al'Stl ¢ evidence, - - sibleto Iéud as a creature of God. If a creature of God,
under the one and only order of the ‘supr ate atself falls =} . - be regarded aS pendent of God, having the right to

Preme end, from | . how, 1 ask, is he inde

- - ’
'Wthh‘ 1t may no more dare to prescind than. ffairs without any regard to God, God’s
b

= { f : = his own a ) LB .
a carpenter may prescind from the purpose of tﬁr examp le, dlspozi the religion which God has mstltut?d?. Buthlf not
for whom it is his duty to prepare the lombes € architect .} - . law, ve of God, then, by your own confession, there 1s

1 H . and-di ok tur :
it for use in erecting a ‘house. " 1 say; OWEVer‘“d,}?ylspose i a Creaed to be some other god of 'ce_mpol‘al thlngs O_PP?Sled
consequential force of this evidence is ir > that the AsSU ity of spiritual things, and in-truth two Principles

there is no way of evading it, except by cll.:il;it:,ble’h‘b'eca‘}se S »t}ée ﬁee\lrted to exist in accord with the teaching of Mani-
premiss whence ‘it follows. Whosoever, “’the’regfot ¢ major. | o ’Se S : o + al
tains that the purpose of the State and the ; & main. A cbxgn‘d not only fwo first Origins or Principles, but also
Religion are . in relation to each other ‘“ttériyplgpose of o souls must needs be admitced in each single man, anc
*. purposes, recognizing in consequence 4two;1itter1y' dggz:‘;: = RO T o T %

. and separate powers to preside over the pursuit of b
each,

% See Snpplemehtary Note appended to this chapter.
such a one by that very fact implicitly denies the anie iy o ! .
. N o Tty of
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\Vith far gfeat ! '

, er reason for ;

th A tor revertin ;

asagéh}el Manicheans had. For the IE\IVI;r(:ic':}iIIS new. du
c .

. as they were conscious of tw 2ans,
. Ing, concluded that there two wills in

-minds, one good, the othe

fr ’ E
asorgx ﬁhe ‘member of the church.- It
, clligerents are separated, one of o
r ' , »
glzsh?:e other, but as collaterals eaw
S -own ’ ! i
sues his othe‘:'la}?" and regularly disc ges s
e the ather | l(si‘ gwn peculiar function - ‘];n}lllltaneouSly
contrary objecti\xr-es Ysefiar?-e governors zoadit it they
ry objectives. * And this o] > 'O Qisparate and
essentially incompati Ly ooy LoSay, s ab .
ess , patible with a tion, olutel ‘
esentially ir 1bl ny -reducti ¢y and
s it erwise conceivable than by gy psing 5 1Y, nor
me man two souls, two minds o comE in one and
bJ

distinct fr two o
0 Yo co :
ligious; then:)neacll; If)th_f:r: the one atheisticnss}llek”ces really
H € believing, the other u"beli,evi € other re-

c ng;s the
=2 One

intent on . >
spiritaal thtiﬁmpor}?l thmgs.wnhout regard o
as it were soig(f’ the other intent on 'SPii'itl‘xal"t}];?Spect to
T > d urn“lg masu rl . . g lngs. ’
~world; o perlunar univers 8s and
whom h:eselx)-\}: W}(EOYE }ze serves Casar, and ihoutslﬁe this
, es God. “No i e other
for lon et wealth . of eloguen er’h
hngnagge thhe depth of incurable misery, n?)ke‘:,lce‘ can hige
-gether s have elasticity enough to harmdnize‘o‘rds n
g uc ‘e o
contradictions: Free cosperation rka,‘:j',h()ld to-
) > 7'0(4[1-
’ T PRSI n~

2 the politician
hI:)ar:;dte's’hI say, not
iWishes t
Ch one 08
har

up-
of whom pu[;_

‘ ¥

v dualism
indeed, in-

| "of a free Church in a

rhetoric of word

. ence;, they revert. to &
* the Church un

*nam‘e‘ (o}
any ~ “should €
* '~ uthority necessar $S
“o which makes the interest of the State prevail in all things
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dependence of two powers, €tC. - ‘What signify these hig‘h-i
sounding phrases? What follows practically from the free '
cosperation of soul and body, the mutual (reciprocal) .-

* (L. Veuillot, L’illusion

independance of matter and spirit?”
libérale, § 24.) ‘
"No matter w
that mutual independence of the two powers,
"4 free State, restores a new Maniche- -
ism, theoretically indeed absurd, and practically impossible.
For how is one to conceive of two forces as acting confinu-
ously on the same moveable body, unless. there ,be sub-
ordination between them, whe_':reby contrariety of impulse
is eliminated, and the necessary unity of direction observed?
And this not even the moderate liberalists . themselves at-
terhpt to conceal whenever they des;end from thﬁ: abstract
‘ s to the field of concrete reality. The
essentially requisite: subordination of either the State ‘to
“the Church, or of  the Church to the_State, does not
escape them.. But it:is out of the question to admit the
former; for that would involve the renunciation of the first -
and most essential‘prxnc1p]e of Liberalism. Hen;e, com-
: t being able to maintain them-

elled by necessity, and not be : :
selves in the apparent equilibrium of reciprocal independ-
] bsolute ‘Liberalism, and subjugate

der the hand and power of the State, as
often as, in the judgment pf the State itself, regard for
political ends and temporal interest would seem to demand
i, It is necessary that there should be one superior
which has the right to remove all doubts and solve
lties. This power is that to whom it is‘given to
weigh all interests, that upon which the ‘public and general
order depends, tO whom alone it pertains to assume the
f power in the proper sense.... Religious society -
cognize in civil society, as being more ancient and
and that of which it becomes a partner, the
ry to assure the union, and the supremacy-

hich way, therefore, the problem is viewed,

WET:

“all difficultie

~werful,

or the fiction "
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and all points of disciplj ' ‘
1scipline whereve i i '
is. Di r th :
- (Portalis, Discours et travaus inédizs ) o Hairs are mixed.”

result in perilous conflicts. or inan I?hmlsm’ and would
’ egation without i ”
out issue.

(DuAp;nd, itg)pa}rlt sur les travaux inédits de Portalis
befall thoes Swth ere 11:.appens to them that which 13) W
seek palliativeso’ }\;v ile holdmg fast to the root of th Ceror
a better ap i ereby they may conciliate for the error
beconﬁng lifrhe ance. V\hq not only do not e error
i on ‘both sides, fall with unasrlaltccij'e(li’ bulf’
. g ul awk-

desired toravoid. But

r(:inefss which will appear
orm of 14 1

rd place,o Liberalism of

‘ e\;e.n more conspicuously in the thj
which we are now to speak in the'|

i

Supplementary Note
Cardinal Billot giy AN
ot giv : s
“Render to Ceesar"gpzfsss:;e ?nagFlC fon' 3
E ; . n Question
tc/qsm.. Lgck of space, unfortunate] XVIII of the De
quoting it 17 extenso, and we must 1yi" Prevents us from
mere , . mi
éXioinSL;ﬁlmary of the principal points. Hte 0urselve§ to a
a0 hat two societies stand in the‘same"St?rt-S with the
hi _0; l}?r as their respective aims or re athnShiP to
! s 1t follows that the Church, which guidpurposes.
appiness, 1s superior to the State, WhO‘sees man tg 4
};:;ocxfre man’s femporal prosperity; for com pur
ine S
sul}))grd' SS tempox:al prosperity is ev1dently a'se
if h ll}atehcorl81derat10n; “For what doth it condary ang
e ' ' :
L ,gz&nd ttte \ghole world, and suffer the IOSzrszlth‘} Mman,
Sy Mar. 16:26.) On the other hand, Christ eypye”
Stated at His kingdom was not of this wgr]dcxpressly
s I'CW,a”sharp'dxstmctlon between “the thin’ and ‘He
a ®sar’s” and' those things which He'committegs Wwhich
o to the

providence and care of His Church. How then:
’ b > I8 thi

Pretation of the

From

Pose it js to

ternal -

Teart : ‘
: eCardinal Billot lays down, in the first place, the principle
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seeming paradox to be resolved? The solution must be
founded on a rational and objective basis, because any

" arbitrary adjustment would be insufficient. To get at this
‘rational basis, we must

bear in mind the philosophical
hich two kinds of final causes or

distinction according to W :
the purpose of the doer,

purposes are recognized, namely, 1.

“and 2. the purpose of the deed: or, in other words, the pur-

pose of the worker and the purpose of the work. - 'The purpose
of the worker is the subjective motive or interition which
induces him to perform the work; the purpose of the work
is that to which the work is of s very nature ordained, irre-
spective of the subjective intention of the worker. Thus a
watchmaker, for the sake, of drawing a salary (purpose of
the worker) makes a time-piece whose inherent purpose it
is to designate the time (purpose of the work). Now,
considering the matter in hand from the standpoint of the
purpoke of the doer or worker, we ﬁn.d the}t thelfe is only one
supréme purpose to which all other intentions are necessarily

subordinate, and this one supreme purpose is the salvation
of our souls through the service of God. 1f a man’s other’
‘ntentions harmonize with the service of God, they are

at variance with the intention of serv-

virtuous; if they are at . :
ing God, they are vicious and sinful. - Hence in the realm -

of conscience the purpose of the Church, which is the service

* of God and the salvation of souls, is unique, supreme,

absolute, universal, and must prevail over every other con-
sideration. ~So far as intentions are concerned, both the |
individual and the state are subordinate to the Church.
Here “all power” has been given to her by Christ in the
words: “ Whatsoever thou shalt bind upon earth shall be
" heaven, and whatsoever thou shalt loose upon

bound in L , ,
h shall be loosed in heaven.” (Mast. 16: 19.)  Hence

«that the supreme good to which, through the intention
“of the doer, all human acts are to be referred, is the single
good and single purpose of eternal happiness. Hence, when-

here is question of righteous actions of any kind

ever t
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‘t,het ascents are disposed in our

; , Irtue i ‘until the

gods shall be seen in Sion.” 2 virtae, wnnil the God ?
If,,ho.wever, we abstract ‘

: ,lagrfld consider only the purp

o HAle two. pyrposes. and fwo:

. 0. purp : 'Wo orders of i 1

- there is no direct, but only indire Y ety between, which

: - Ct S\]b(’)rd' : 73

in v b Ination, -

, th%;ethgr‘:ffre"()f the complete ang total P”’Po:e? . Sﬂpea}(k

> are, 1 say, only two-such Purposes .which éreos< ;JU orks,
: ipreme

and ultimate in their res ective o i
’ ;];gngxsttﬁzctxon of the tvyg)fold life r\:zilfxrcsl,x l:l:rf Cl?\?g: ; :}el e
end o dgz:}fl’oi; of }}1115 temporal life’ which com'es foo;ll:
 lfe, which, began i the prorg ¢ Purpose of his spiritual
tion in thé ne%ct ”]I}I‘ltl < there. gmeod: knows no tp .
: . us there are some things wh?g?lgsé-

of thei : i
ol iexr very nature ordained to the service of G
- Instance, as prayer, worship, sacram ot God, such,
ents, sacrifice, etc.,

and all these things' »
‘ gs'are called spirityal
. s oo A 00, ;

;u&ordznate to the jurisdiction of the Cﬁurﬁand are directly
wc()irlf\}‘s’ 'such as houses, clothing, weap "+ Other human
. Indifferent to God s service, so fal"asytheir;in e

is ;fmcerned, and can only be consecrate unsic nature
in z(;cts/y, that is, only 4y means of the g0od intery: '
user. Such goods are termed temporal goods “ntion of the

from the purpose of the worker,

they fall under the direct jurisdiction of the { and as such

only indirectly (by reason of a moral’ issuse?‘tg’dcoming
1 junder the:

- Jurisdiction of the Church; for “th ' ‘

no political or temporal power frori CChhl;-x;z? a
-ever -claimed for herself jurisdiction in secular
"Hence the Cardinal lays down a second ,pﬁu iy
: swhen we prescind from the purpose of. the d:ﬂple;“
~ sider only the purpose of the deed or work, fthger'

ose of the work, then we find in

ons, tools, etc., are

d to God’s service

3 and con-o
N there 4pe
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two purposes, and two different: orders of means: on the
one hand, the good of eternal salvation whereunto are re-
ferred all those means that are called spiritual, and, on the
other hand, the good of this present life whereunto are
referred the means that are called temporal. And that
there is no direct subordination between these purposes, -

‘but rather indirect subordination, in the sense that tem-.

poral purpose (as pursued by the State) must not only
not obstruct, the spiritual purpose (as pursued by the -
Church) but must be of assistance thereto both by remov- .
ing obstacles and by furnishing conditions. that make for
the free and expeditious prosecution of the spiritual pur-
pOSC.’" < I ' E £ o : ‘ : i - ;
. Bomewhat akin to the foregoing difficulty concerning
the relation subsisting between the Church and the State,
is that other concerning the relation between Science and
Religion. Unfortunately, the notion is current among sci-
entists that the Catholic Church is hostile to the autonomy
of natural science and -aims at substituting authority for

_research. ! Nothing, however, could be farther from the

truth, since, as a matter of fact, the Church positively in-

 sists on the autonomy of philosophy and the natural sciences.

Nor must we seek far to find the reason. To begin with,
the Church could not expect reasonable and thinking beings
to accept her revealed doctrines, unless she were in position
to furnish solid motives and arguments of ‘credibility. But

to serve their purpose of demonstrating the reasonableness
of faith, it is imperative that such arguments of credibility
should not presuppose faith, but should rest on the exclusive
basis.of. natural reason alone; otherwise, the whole procedure

- would be a vicious circle. - On the other hand, from the

very nature of things, the Church must draw her “argu-

" ments of credibility ” from philosophy, histoty, and science,
' and the whole value of these arguments depends upon -

“their being established with absolute certainty upon ex-,
. usively natural and scientific grounds. Consequently, un--
7 Jess philosophy and science were bound to:establish -their
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conclusions by investigation and research independently of
all authority, Revealed Religion could not appeal to these .
conclusions as ““arguments of credibility.’
fore, to the Church that philosophy” and science should
stand on their own legs and not on those of religion, and
- hence, as Cardinal Mercier remarks, “when in the first half
of the last century De Bonald‘and L

rst principles and its
vealed teaching, Gre-

: iful subjection offered
> publicly reproved and condemned the mis-
taken loyalty of its authors, In short, philosophy and

- the sciences’ are autonomous in this sense that in -their
case the supreme motive of certitude ig the intrinsic evi-
dence of the object they study, whereas matters of faith-
the ultimate motive is the authority of God, the author of

supernatural revelation.” (Scholastic Plzi]osop}ly Eng. ver-
sion, vol. 1, pp. 22, 23.) - Such i itimat

however, this does no , ist is free to
cheat in the presentation of facts, or to attack religion b

- means of hasty, rash, and snapshot cornclusiong g Y
the fruit of an insane anti-religious animus rather than of
careful and sincere investigation.

For the regt
Nature and the God of Revelatio est, the God of

and the %S " are one angd the same
God, and it 1s 1mpossible for natural Science to' discover

and establish any truth antagonistic to revelation and ““if. »
‘as the Vatican Council declares, ““the Vain‘aPD)earance ’of
such contradiction should arise, this is either becayse th
~dogmas of faith have not been understood ‘anq €Xpound 5 :
according to the mind of the Church or because arbitrae
opinion has been mistaken for judgment founded gy Yeas(jnr’): v
(Const. de Fide Catholica, cap. 4.) e

" It is vital, there- ,

- CHAPTER III - |

THESIé- That the so;miled Libemlz'sm of. “l'z‘bcfml.Ca{}z;(} .'
ics” d.eﬁe:‘ all classification, having but one dzstzzclzz;ioclzute

characteristic trait, namely, that of complete}an a '

Tncoherence.

PR ‘s assertion can -be shown even from'
THE truthl oifs t:f} St}::zsi:}r(:; which are joined .together
the mere ana“}’; Liberal Catholic.” For, a Catholic 13 one
in that title, h;,t the . Christian - faith .teaches, and es-
Wh? meesses,}v:tch it lays down as a verltal?le foundation
peglally that‘W 1 that man is created to praise, rev'erenche,
in b catec?;]'sgl.after the manner that accords with tte
and serve Oozf His divine will, and by \thls mel:msf o
good-pleasure ul. - And that the other things on the hafe
save his Q“}T ‘Sroe c.reated for man and the}t they mayF elp
O.f th.e s iting the end for which he is 'created. }rlom
him in prose” uently, it follows that man 1s to use t pp:l
~which, Conse% heli) him on to his end, and pught to lﬁ
.as mul(;:)?:h;rsyso far as they hinder him as toﬁlt;t}elsp:ci:;az
himse | ' 1 hat it profiteth
since Truth In?amﬁtewt}‘fcs)lt;ﬁsvsorid, but sgxﬂrer thq loss of
fhe gan e h fit him exceedingly to
i soul, nay that it (.10t ,profit it ing, rather
his own > ci or lame or blind into life everlasting, ra
enter MAR: two hands and two feet and two eyes to g}c})
than }?Sl‘mi]r%to unquenchable fire, wh'elfﬁ theilr VZ?;;: ?;leste
into 1€ is inguished. at, ther ’ €
not aqd the ﬁcriecizarzﬁ; e{::fl%e highest degree detestable,ll,s
- perniciou® ei‘lilty which ’is purchased at t]}e cost of our vs}(l)uns
- that RrosP that this selfsame present life must be. w (;1};
Salva“o{],l reculated with a view to the future life, tha
~and entire )i th%rigs must be subordinated to ete}'nal thlpgs,
all temp(t)}rlzréfore the ordination of the power which Presx'des
e an_d t}tlcz,lyrtnporal things should be subordinl;itlt_e t91tfhteh dlriitslsir;
Vel § ; imse e
:"“gf the higher ?ower, to Wh(-); by God‘ - P

naught 1

‘pernic
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of the eternal end j beli .
: s believed to h '
together wi - - d to have been commi
ISgnoteall“:l:i}; itr}:\c;o{)‘fozln ¢ (})lf perpetual divine assist;li;tceed
D ed.n the principles of -
provided he does not utt . opes of every Catholic
Take now ih er.ly belie his own profession ? ’
Libeal s e profession of the Lj ¥
beral, 1n the present usage of the ter
SO-C i R and I '
therzlfloe:-i‘ Immortal principles of the year 17% Opa‘%:;ltes the
inc le, see What t_hﬁse» principles contaj % g must,
principles, setting aside once for all th n. Now .these
prczlper or peculiar thereto, but borrowed
an C’Oi’nmon-,treasury of natural justice
.pméilp Zs, I say, reduced to the minim
m e 1 . : .
est light possible, proclaim the independ f
: ence o

! e s the ‘substract;
ordinance from religious law, the d; esrion of the civil

. temporal things from the regime which 4 the regime of
and supreme end; in a word the re ‘

the State into a sphere apart, whe:-n

God ceases, together with the obli atie

and worshipping Him, wherein th%

everlasting life ceases, and only the eo

from the ancient

Ol:}'ot}‘e. gominion of
| O'acknow ing
rdingrin et ledging

present life is opened, while the eye v?:}?i:;hiicsh regards the
t

the..k way to the future life remains c] o
imn;)re ;‘abon_og‘s and fruitless than an eXcO\jSSi'
da:C; (e)fpgl:fl{)l’es ofb.89. One encounters t(})lzre a
phrases. M pCE)ﬁYer 1:;]ge_, of banalities ang mean.abun_
e m; -0 sin, who h.as undertaken the ‘task,knfl_ngless
ding ligh ese mysteries Yvhlch bear the: 2 shed-
glorious name of the Principles of the F Houbtable

. ) T .t
tion, reduces them to three: the sovereignty Oefn f}}“ R“-"Olu-'

NOthing is
af research

| ;h;:eercﬁi?iixl};ggon (}f'.the individua}, or Justice; thee"nation,;
sive. di n_of ignorance, misery, and v; Progres. .
charity. Tocqueville does not contradict M. s civil
only proceeds to prove without the least eff; S
discovered neither that nor anything good an((i)r;
c

' Fh“? can be subsumed under the caption of ’89 c»?ﬁable =

bera}l. . Certainly a
m, 1s one who pro-

at which is not

. Wherein dothey

" therefore, but t

the principles of :
“Immortal Principles,’
on of man to - " benign interpretation 0

o show him:

" ¢he secret ‘arcanum of ’89,

~ which the
. either-
. principle o
U excellence, an
_ principles thei

~utionary unt

ousin; ke . -
that ’8 :
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isted better than in the germ in the ancient French con-
stitution, and the development thereof would have been-
more general and solid if the Revolution had never put its"
hand or rather its knife to the task. Before '8, France
believed itself to be quite free, and, long before, one has
glimpses of equality before the law as the natural sequence
of the practice considerably antecedent thereto of equality
before God. :Charity manifested itself by the exceedingly
large number of charitable institutions and congregations;
public education had. been more_hberal, more solid,. and
more widely diffused than at the present day... 1If, then,
the princip'les of '89 are.whzi't M. C011§in' says the}'_f are,
.contradict the Catholic Faith? - Liberal -
Catholics and non-liberal Catholics alike have not only ‘re-~
spected them, ‘but have practised ‘and defended ‘th§m;”
(L. Veuillot, L lusion libérale, § 32.)" Not these truisms,
he absolute diverce of ‘the temporal from
d -eternal, constitutes what is peculiar to
’89. This is what ‘is contained in the'
> and that according to the most
f which they admit; for, in the
Fathers of the Revolution,. which by the way
is alone consistent’ with the logic of things, they import
absolute and complete secularization, that is, the banish-
ment of the theocratig principle from the world, and the
definitive rupture between the whole of human society on
the one side and the Church, Jesus Christ, and God on the
other, nay the abandonment of the very idea of God and
of the last vestige of religion. ““But it is time to uncover
' crét and to ascertain the point at
liberal Catholic faith will have to cease, and
become liberal or else Catholic. There exists one
f *89 which is the Revolutionary principle par
d for it alone the whole Revolution and all the
hereof came into existence. One is not a revo-
1 the moment that he admits it, one does not .
lutionary until the moment he abjures it.

the spiritual an

gense of the

cease to be a revo
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‘ _In one sense or another, it is the one supremely signifi l
Issue; 1t raises between revolutionaries and Cat});o]ig %v%nli
of separation’ across which the liberal Catholic P amuse
-and the revolutionary Thisbes will never mak Yfam};l_ses
pass but their fruitless sighs. This unique pri Ciple of 80
is that which the revoluti ity o Ble of 89
ts that which olutionary . politeness of the Con-
s societs- itI' 3oh(euphe:mlstvlcally:) calls the secularization
of seci ly, is that Whlch the revolutionary frankness of
e Siécle, the Sohdalres_and M. Quinet brutally call t}?
i}’:})ués}ion of the thgocratlc principle; it is the ruytur i E
; de urch,. Wl'fh Jesus Christ, with God, with al}l) acl: Wltl
sfgglsgt’irli}:l all Ingerence ’a’lnd all ‘appearance of theniocﬁz;
any case evenrr;?:ge SO_CICt}I- (3 ooty op- cif § 33) In
intérpret;tion wh e thi qume being the mitigated
tion, who is there that does not percej el
such an .1rredu01blhty to the fundamentpl i thereir
Christianity that any attempt at i‘econcilia?' g
sarily end in complete incoherence? Moreo -
estimate is entirely confirmed, when the ar My
CatIhoh;s age weiﬁghed one after another
. In the first place, this incoh ap ‘
d-lstmguxs}‘l~ b'etween abstract prietfceir;)cl:saffgari Whe’i they
tion, admitting that, speculatively speakin ‘ Elr appl.lca-
are mdeed‘ true which we have said cdncer;gx? oiove  things
sity of union and subordination of the res ot the neces.
and that they, again specula’tiVely‘nspeakigec.t \ve powers,
~dissent therefrom; but that the object of s e;g)lm_’ 10" wise
thl‘ng, and what holds true in the concretsolzianon Fone
quite another, because in the latter sphere t}: e of things
things er}txrely at variance with theoretical cone({'e'are pan
so they imagine that they have compromised Slt1_0n§, And
with truth by relegating it to the far-off re ?mfacmnl
abs_tract. But, with all due respect to them thgsons;()f' the
which they call .abstract, do they or do tl’le o nciples
to moral matters, that is, do they or do they Kottl(ét pertain
> the standard of human actions and the rule of 'etem-lme
- duct;of the conduct, I mean, whichin humansociet MENt con.

‘must neces-
this & priori
guments of liberal

-

7

nciples of

Yisrighty
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directed so as to achieve the purpose of life? And if they are

.wholly practical dictates, as s self-evident, how is it not the

height of incoherence for anyone to accept them and. at the
same time to.be unwilling to have them practically applied?-
For, from the fact that the concrete order of things differs.
from the ideal conditions of theory, this alone follows: that
it will never happen that such principles will obtain among
us an actuation-or realization of the same perfection as that
exhibited in pure speculation.. But, forsooth, with the
same sort of argument I could.prove that the precepts of
virtue should be left exclusively in the field of speculation,
because man’s condition does not admit of such a high
standard of rectitude. With the same sort of argument, -
likewise, I might demonstrate that there could not and
ought not to be any application of the science of mathe-
matics to the arts, on the ground that the ideally exact:
triangle of geometry has no existence in the concrete, or-
that the,experimental'effect‘is always at variance with the
rigor of calculus.. T el e
Again, this incoherence appears n the distinction which
they make between that *which is properly due to the
Church de jure (of right) and that which is de facto (in fact).

" useful to the Church, saying: that as a matter of fact, the

regime of union has always been pernicious to the Church; .
that the Church, as a matter of fact, has never suffered

greater harm than it did at.the ‘hands-of those bishops of
the forum externum (as opposed to the forum internum of -
conscience), and of 1ts roygl protectors, as the interminable -
quarrels with the Byzantine emperors, the Germanic Kai-
sers, and the kings of France, England, Spain;’etc., attest;

herewith she has inadvisedly: equipped her-
self; and that consequently there remains but one saving.
one only haven of refuge, and that is Liberty!
erty it is which shall restore the lost crown to the
brow of the Chureh; Liberty on whom she must
faithful friend, nor ever part from her com-

remedy,
~ that Lib
& d'ma‘jestic :
L rely as an ‘a

ch, alas! is perishing on account of the tem- =

. that the Chur

i poral props W
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. pany on account of & priori principles which must, with all
~due reverence, of course, be left safe and intact in their

utterly ideal sphere.. Thus they argue, but incoherently.’ |

First, because, if the aprioristic principles give expression
to an order instituted and intended by God, it'is imposs;ibl

that the neglect thereof should result in 'g;-eater uglit 7 tg
the Church.  Second, because the facts which they adc)iuce

prove only that man through his own perversity often

corrupts the institutions of God. They do not prove that

the divine ordination ought on that account to be repudi

. ated or set aside. Third, because the historical ar

*sins by incomplete enumeration, giving only the 'lgun}qlc?n}:

, happ;nqd ‘under the regime of union, and i~eV1.S whic
pretermitting the immense benefits wh’ich’SO Sg:;)erz%oﬁzg

that it-becomes manifest that, though the protection of

princes sometimes degenerated into oppression, still i
' In most cases an advantage and powerful aid't'o"tlsl lC}llt o
‘Fourth, because the defect of iricompleté ent ) .urc}.l.
further aggravated by the lack of a compari on with the
~evils which spring necessarily from the pse o wieh the
~which, as present-day experience attests Paration, and
;p;)ndzx“ant. Fifth, because there is no m(’)r
of a disconnected, inconsequential and in :
_argumenta‘tion, than the qultimate ‘ cgnlcnlf:;?:;em piece of
the necessity of having' recourse to liber{y 7FCOnc.ermng
w1§h. its ‘propensity towards evil; its pronen.es's tor llbert.y,
religion, is the actual cause of all the evi] and():wa.rds 1=
cisely this selfsame liberty which is held u as * 8 pre-
therefor — *“The Church is perishing on accolzints Elerem
gitimate reénforcements which she has seen ﬁto the‘
The time has come for her to change her étti:@adopt,
children must make her aware of the opport ude; her
behooves her to renounce all her coércitive p:)l:;,:g filt
g , ‘0

e lucid example

ille-

ver

- consciences and 'to deny this power to governments
- more alliance between the Church and. the State. . No-

' liberal Catholic waxes enthusiastic in unfolding these; ouz
vels. He ‘maintains that no exception can be taken t(!)ngr.-

~ spoke for their own times,
are vastly pre-,

~texts of S¢ripture, - ‘
. Fither he tears out of their context some seemingly con--

edy

_ times, bu
‘to-day-

‘ fonCS) 15
~and
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position; that reason, faith, and the spirit of the times alike

speak in his behalf. Asregards thespirit of the times, no one

will contest hisassertion. As regards reason and faith, however,
one need not let him off without urging certain objections,

-but he shrugs his shoulders and is never at a loss ‘for an
answer. It is true that outrageous assertions and out-

rageous confradictions cost him no qualms whatsoever.
He always statts off on the same foot, protesting that he
is a Catholic, a child of the Church, an obedient. child;
but also a man of the world, a member of the human race
no longer young, but mature and of an age to govern itself.
To the arguments drawn from history he-.answers - that
mankind, in its present stage of maturity, is an entirely

| "new world, in the presence of which the history of the" -

past proves nothing at all. But this does not prevent him
in the least from exploiting the historical argument when-" -
ever it apparently bears out his own contentions. To thg‘:_,

words of the Fathers of the Church, he sometimes opposes -
other words of theirs, sometimes he says that the Fathers
' * but that we must think and-
act aceording to our own times. Confronted with the
: ‘he avails himself of the same resource.

trary texts, or he fabricates a commentary, (a gloss) to.

support his own sense, or finally he will say that this text

was intended for the good of the -Jews and for their par- "
gicular little state.  Nor is he to any greater degree em-
barrassed: by dogmatic bulls of the Roman Curia... They
are, says he, mere disciplinary formulas laid down for those
¢ which have no raison d’étre (reason for existence)
The French Revolution has buried these rules -
h that world on which they weighéd so heavily.

wit
along has been abolished; the man of to-day is cap-

Constraint.

~able of liberty and he wants no other law! This regime, -
~ which so disconcerts your timidity, he continues in sibylline -

for all that the very one which will save the Church,.
the only. one which can save her. For the rest, the
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human race is up in-arms to impose this order, it will be
wisest to submit, and that, indeed, has already been done.
See whether anyone would be able to-oppose anything what-
soever to this triumphant force, if indeed any one had the
slightest desire to do so, if indeed anyone, with the exception
of yourselves, ever dreamt of doing so. Intolerant Catholics,
you are more absolute than God, the Father, who created man
for liberty; more christian than God the Son, whe desired to
establish His law for no other purpose than for liberty.
You make yourselves more Catholic than the Pope, be-
" cause the Pope, in approving them, consecrated modern
constitutions, which are all inspired and replete with the

- spirit of liberty. I say that the Pope, the Vicar of Jesus

Christ, approves of these.cons?itutions, because he permits
you to take the oath of allegiance thereto, to obey them
and to defend them. Now equal liberty for all religions
_is contained therein, also the atheism of the state. It is

necessary to overlook that, to pass it over; and you do

overlook it, of that there can be no doubt. For the rest,
why are you antagonistic? Your resistance is vain; your
_regrets are not only insensate, but disastrous as well. They
cause the Church to be hated, and they are a distressing
source of embarrassmént to us liberal Catholics, your sav-
iours, in that they cause our sincerity to be ‘S-uspected.
Instead, then, of drawing down upon yourselves certain and
~ probably terrible ruin, rush to the arms of Liberty, salute

her, embrace her, love her. She will be to you a geed and
faithful friend, and she will give you more than you can
“ever repay. Faith stagnates under the yoke of the auther.
“ity which protects her. Obliged to defend herself, she wi|}

rise again; the ardor of polemics will restore her tq Jife. -

What will not the Church undertake when she will be able
‘to undertake everything? How can she fail to appea] ¢,
the hearts of the people, when she has been abandoneq by

the powerful ones of the world, to live solely by her s

genius and her own virtues? In the midst of the confugjop,
of- doctrines and ‘the corruption of morals, she will stang
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revealed as alone pure, as alone ﬁrmly.—establlshed in good-
ness. She will be the last refuge, the 1rppregnable rampart
of morality, the family, religion, and liberty! Everything
has its limits, and so even the breath of our orator gIves.
O“t‘f"}}l:’: Liberal has recovered his.breathf So soon as he
has recovered it, he resumes his discourse,. and it 1s. qlﬁ}te
evident that what he heard made no 1mpressxond(()in a;}m’,
whatsoever, if indeed he heard it at all. He a ;n iZ-
number of words to those whlgh he has already sl;l)o e "
t says nothing new. It was }z:' a mo(s)f
intricate medley of historicaﬁ a;gg_tll)ir;er;;spz%?;;siz 'ai'sgts;l);’n of
biblical arguments against the bible, 1 g
against higtorv, Bible and -Fathers,' nay l:{Vﬁn aga;g:l tcotr}?e
mon sense... He keeps on rehashing t ;ls Célllmrch' leep
modern world, emancipated humanity, t emlte ch 38 o
and on the verge of awakening to ;egu\;e e Semo.
The dead pas't"the'ra(ii:)i:;spf;‘;‘:;le,fhl(arzliny,like t,h'e false
umanity, are , S
(l:)l;?lcl?a:nths which ythe ladies now-a-days sclatt;r tl;;(;;lg:eitgfel;
false tresses. All he says subsequently app I o it
more clear nor more tru€ than the first time he .

He becomes conscious of this at Jast, and so he tells us
e B

i rselves from the world and from
i}}iatl.:fn;réle:gatvz;l‘l%cﬁuwill also be well rid of us. He all
el ) :

: i d finally-leaves us filled Wi'th the
but anat:teigl: 'nézteshi‘;s,fo;lllr;.” (L. \)’reuillot, L illusion libérale,
constern At E 7 , °

great profusion, bu

S 1'4')_” ';t\hej? ‘s‘uckh' a union. and subordination of the
But, &7 how:wer desirable in itself, is now at ,!east ’
I;s’of the question; for the spirit of modex:n times
: thereto, and it is useless to struggle against this
is advers® irit. Prudence, therefore,” requires the accept-
'mOdg(!;rf! 511: pr.esent state of affairs, whether for the purpose
ance of:t

{ preventing things from becoming constantly worse, or -
Is) T -

‘two powe
utterly.ou

Cfar se of getting the best results p‘ossif)le under -
. fo‘;s:;}:,eg Pc‘clal;x%?tions. & And this is the plea on which, thn
X ) L .




in the very passage of the Jordan.” And thus, too
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other .arguments fail, they make their last stand.A The

only difficulty is, as Liberatore correctly remarks, that in

so doing they fall into incoherence of a still more unpardon
able kind, in as much as they deviate entirely frIt))m thé-:
question at issue. For our dispute is not upon the question
of whether, presupposing the contumacy of the v?orld it
would not be well to bear patiently that which esca -
control, and in the meantime to give ourselves P;;(()’ll;r

heartedly to the task of warding off greater evils and of

saving from the wreckage all possible good
aving , ; good.  But th -
tion 1s- whether we ought to approve positively :fq:}f:t

social condition which Liberalism introduces, to celebrate
3y

l\;ﬂth encomiums the liberalistic principles which are at th
ottom of this order of things, and, by word, teachi e
and deed, to promote the same, as those do who allonngg)

with the title of Catholic vindicate for themselves the

name of being Liberals. And the ‘
ones who will never succeed at all}z i‘;g:f‘s:nth?“e the very
on both .feet, and, attempting in vain to h'ifeyr are lame
compromlse,'they are neither recognized by the Izgol’(‘i some
God as genuine, nor received by the children of }: ren of
lution as sincere.  They come, indeed, to the ¢ the Revo-
lat’ter with the countersign or password of th amp of the
of ’89, but, l?ecause they pronounce the pag © Prlncxples
the}")\?re denied entrance. . e password badly,
Ve read in the Book of Judges (12: EY thas o
Galaadites, 'in" their conﬂic{ wgith (t}21é SE?I))h'tr}:St when the
overcome the latter, they conspired to let no ?l»t?s." had
Ephraim escape. “And the Galaadites secured thug}tlve of
the Jordan. And when one of the number OféE;;?.S-of
aim

~came thither in flight, and said: I beseech
the Galaadites said to him: Art thou notyz‘; E;hr':l;ig?ss; '
ite?

If he said: I am not: they asked him: ’

he said: : they asked him: Say th :

wbxch is interpreted, an ear of corn.: .l};dt'e}x:é‘ iﬁlbbokth’

Sibboleth, not being able to express an ear of ’cbmsgv Ergd;

same letter.. Then presently they took him and kiueg }f.h?
+ Kitled him

3 ‘t hap"_

- L . -

pens at the entrance to the gate of the ¢

‘men nor with God, because they verify

' (Ecclesiasticus, 34* 28-29.)

' to convince it that they
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amp of Liberalism.
To those who desire to enter it is said: Say then, Shibboleth,
which is interpreted the secularization of society. ‘It is all-
important, however, whether their pronunciation thereof 1s
good or bad. Now, liberal Catholics suffer from a defect
of the tongue in this respect, and they are unable to enun-
ciate the sacramental word in the proper manner. Hence

they are not admitted, and they have merit neither with
in themselves that

ture speaks: “One building. up
hat profit hath he but labor?
whose voice will God hear?

dualism whereof the Scrip
and one pulling down, W
One praying and one cursing,
~ “They willingly swear by the principles of '8g; they
“call them the immortal principles. It is the Shibboleth
which gives entrance to the camp of mighty Liberalism.
But there is a manner of pronouncing 1t, and our Catholics
are not quite equal to.it... . This is why they pronounce
the Shibboleth badly, and why the Revolution will not open
to them. The Revolution is more fair to them than they’
are to themselves. It detects their Catholicity,” and it
does them the honor of not believing them when they try
' are no more Catholics than persons
outside the Church, that nothing will come of their Catho-
licity, and that they will play their atheistic part very well
“indeed in that ideal form of government without religion
" and without God. » (Veuillot, op. cit., § 32-34.)




AFTERWORD

A iRti-:ADY the presage of a better state of things has made
e s aRpe.:aran}i:e, in as much as those who are to-day
mnent in the political and i i )
| economic scienc
pr ‘ es, are
ming more and more from day to day to recognize’ and
>

to acknowledge without hesitation, how disastrous was the.

;;:rlc));]i{t }?f (t)}fle:litl){ivcl)llll.gop, and how deadly were the fruits of
]iberty’of theesa' 1l érty, I mean, or license, the libertine
ar ol ke OCI? ontract, the liberty of the visionaries
of 17 t9};at th ese last, forsooth, did not hesitate to pro-
claim ! e one and only cause of public evils and th
o rupt;lon\of governments was ignorance or contempt (:'
e rights of man, of which .the first is libert Wr;ltlflt it
nicessary_ complement of equality and fraternityy“Th o
R;:;l[t)?nzzsngi] the pe<})lple', as constituted in the Natii)r:;
_theri htg;f siaering that 1gn0rance,neglectorcon'tem t of
h g ‘man are the sole causes of public calamitie ;
the corruption of governments, have resolved o et
in a solemn declaration the rights of men, nat o 5et forth
able, and sacred... Article 1. — Men are borrl: ;ar:amahepg
remain

fr s viet
ee and.equal in rights, etc., etc.” (Déclaration des droits
v roits

de I'homme de 1789.) O levity! 1tuc
And surely, their9li)berty hasy.endoec{atiﬁousnde%! o folly!
worse than barbaric, of the powerful oVerar_h' e
equality has ended in an ever-increasing mult'e de
tariats on the one side, and an oligarchy ofl P
Lnﬂuentlal .mllhor-xaires on the other; their fratexl')n'
az enfd.ed in sowing the seeds of internal strife ar:fiyf,' ﬁn'ally,
and o mrplacable class-hatred, among all classes f coons,
Nor have these things escaped the notice of ¢ tain Y
geniuses of our own times. “What is the meaxf' et
-nomic life of the freedom of labor, the freedor;n%fn;eéo-
C rade,

tism . far
ak; their
de of prole-
rogressively

the freedom of ownership, if it be not a facility for ¢ho
e

unchaining of all greediness to the detriment of aJ] weak
eak-

n H .
ess, or, according to_the expression of one publicist, tho
) €

“fermentation of social strife, etc.’

_ness, that these principles

hearts, knowing that
- which we now live,

_that what is written
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_we gained by all these beautiful theories? Never has

there been more universal unrest, never have the people
been more discontented, never have conditions of every
sort been more precarious. Is this the political liberty

which we won? One group of citizens stubbornly ' sets

itself against all that is claimed as a right by another group

“of citizens. Is this the equality? Never have we had so

many proletariats, and, likewise, never so many bloated
millionaires. Is this the fraternity? Never has there been
so much selfishness, never so many factions, never so much
> (De La-Tour-du-Pin,
Vers un ordre social chrétien, 3, § 1- TR
True, there are many who still remain on the surface
of the problem, not perceiving as yet the essential char-
acter of the Revolution, which is satanic.. But there are,
others, too, who go deeper into the matter, and thoroughly
understand that the religious question underlies all others
that are now being agitated; that the plague of political -
and economic liberalism was born of the . atheistic and anti-*
christian Tiberalism of which we | have spoken above; that,
in“fine, the social order can in no wise be upheld and stabi-
lized, until the Church resumes the direction of social -
affairs. It is to be hoped, therefore, that, with the as-
sistance of divine grace, these seeds may mature -to ripe-
having been theoretically ac-

knowledged may become the foundation of a restoration.

And such a restoration we welcome from the bottom of our
under that pagan legislation, beneath

individual Christians, indeed, can still -
exist, but that there can not be any truly Christian society.

Herein, then, we seek preéminently the kingdom of God -
and His justice, although we do not despise those -other

things which shall be added thereto, nor are we unaware-
' of godliness may also be understood

nce: namely, that she is useful for all -

of the Church’s influe
mise of the life that now is, and of .

things, having the pro

" that which is to come. (Cf. I Tim. 4:8.)
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