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“with your philcsopby,” and hetinvites him to make peace among
the combatants, The philosopher is, of course, persuaded of his ability
to do so; be ig eminently conscious of his own superiority, and the
depth and efficacy of his learning to accomplish all thinge. It is the
simplest thing in the world for him to make a learned address on the
shamefulness of anger, in which ke qunotes Seneca, for Herbert
Spencer had not yet been bornt or even thought of, and he was, there~
fore, dependent on a Jesser light, But, alas for the stability of thee-
ratic wisdom, the upshot of the matter is that when the antagonists
turn round upon him, hiz philosophy flies before his hot temper, and
he himself is the first to set the example of fisticuffs ; while, as for
his language, nothing worse can be found—-* Fripons, gucuw, traitres,
impostenrs " he cries. There is a master of philosophy here amongst
ue also engapged in making perfectin “science” an aspiring citizen
or two, whose parents neglected their * prose” in days gone by, but
who have been fortunate in finding so apt a professor to imstruct
them in it. He threw up his hands and eyes a few weeks ago, and
demanded in a tone of indighant remonstrance tinctured with con-
scious innocence, whether Freethinkers like him were ever known to
east reflections on the morals of those opposed to them. We made
bold at the time to say they were ; we gave a couple of instances in
which they had done 8o, and we might have gone further and given
one instance, at Jeast, in which they would continue to do so, For,
lo and behold, our Maitre de Philosophie himself, not able to endure
a toach here and there on the raw, has not ceased ever since to
attack the morals of Catholics, to whom he is opposed, and has com-
pletely stultified himself accordingly ; that is if it, indeed, still re-
mained for him to do 8o, and such had not already been wn fait
accompii. Bui this is an excellent example of the honesty and con-
sistency of Freethought., There is no more hypocritieal system on the
face of the earth, and cverything it blames so loudly in others we
find it performsitself withont a blush. It comes down on the creeds
for attacking morals, but, when the opportanity offers, it is anxious
itself to make just such an attack ; it waxes furious against intoler-
ance and tyranuy, but it is itself ever foremost in tyranny and
intolerance, It rails against persecution, and seeks back to by-gone
ages for long-exploded calumnies against the Church, but it passes
over in silence its own hideous orgics, such, for example, as those
performed by it before the eyes of all Evrope nine years ago in Paris,
when it tortured and murdered, in the midst of outrage and unspeaka.
ble abominations, by the hands of its members the Communists—ad-
vinced Frcethinkers all of them, and since it isthe glory of Freethought
that it owns no standard of correst thought, that no Freethinker is
bound by the opinions of any otber Freethinker, these are Free-
thinkers who must not be restrained, and who sre at liberty to
regard with contempt as the “muffs"” of their order, those who are still
e0 much under the influences of the Christian centuries as uncon-
eciously to continue by custom to prefer the lives of moral eitizens,
Meantime, how comes it, on M. Taine's vrineiple, that a genins, the
8ole product of certain circumstances obtaining in Europe two hun-
dred years ago, has so vividly painted for us a true representative of

what we find amongst ourselves to-day in the antipodes—of our
Maitre de Philesoplic ?

IN the Bevue des Deww Mondes for May 15th, M,

A FORMIDABLE George Picot gives a review of a work by Saint-
POWER. Bimon ke author of the *¢ Memoirs,” which has
recently been found in manuseript amongst certain

B*ate papers in Paris. It isentitled Parallple entre Henri IV, Louis
XIIL, et Louis XTIV, and its ebject is the exhibition in his true light
of King Louis XII1., whom the writer represents as a prince whose
virtues as a Christian werc only equalled by his abilitics as a soldier
and a statesman, and whom he asserts to have heen the master and
guide of the great Minister, Richelicu, rather tham governed by him
ag it has been supposcd. There are, however, one or two quotations
io this review which we find of cspecial interest, and the first of them
ig that in which Saint-Simon describes the condition of the Hugue-
nots at the time of the 1ssuing of the edict of Nautes by Heary IV,
The writer is eminently trustworthy, and religious prejudices by no
means find a place in bis work. As it will be seen further on he
trests the Huguenots with the utmost coasideratinn, and we may
receive without suspicion the following ascount he gives of them :—
They were so long accustomed, he says, to obtain everything that they
could not make up their minds o Iuffer a falling off under a king
from whot they considered they had a right to aspire at all thingg
and to gain possession of all things, beeanse he had been brought up
amongst thom ; whose sole effeclive existence had been long that of
their chicf, and whom they had Inrgely contributed to make king,
Besides these reasons common to all their party, they also had their
leaguers, their support amongst the Protestants of all Europe, with
whom it was Henry's powerful interest not o embroil himsalf, They
had their factious membess who only longed for a rencwal of taking
up arms aud the cleetion of leaders, snch as Marshal de Bouillon, who
was consumed Ly a flery zeal to put himself openly at the head of a
party, thus to treat with the king on cqual terms, and whose private
el wap o place his party under the protection of a Protestant

sovereign, whose lieutenant-general Bouillon should be, whose
authority he should fully exercise, and whom, with the other Pro-
testants, he should have at his back, He would thus erect a state
within & state, and become, in some sort, the equal of the king, since
they would each find himself the chief of a party equal to the other
in numbers and strength, but wnequal in support, for the Hugnenot
party wonld be secured by the power of its foreign protector and
the other Protestants, whilst Henry could not rely npon the feeble
temperal power of the Pope nor on the jealousy and infidelity of the
Houses of Austria and Bavoy. The writer adds that it was no small
proof of the abilities of King Henry that he succeeded in persnading
the Huguenots to accept the edict he proposed to them, BSuch then
was the difficult nature of these people, and their dangerous attitude
even to a king whom they must have regarded as most friendly to
them, and we can thus eqsily anderstand how they could have been
consied as formidable cnemies withont the introduction of the
religious question into the matter. It is not difficult, therefore, to
gee a purely secular foundation for the massacre of 8t. Bartholomew.

BuT still more interested are we in the account of

DETESTABLE the persecution of the Huguenots by King Louis
DoINGS DULY XIV. of which we also find a description in this
DETESTED. work of Baint-Bimon’s. It exhibits the matter in a

very different light from that in which it is viewed
by those who lay it a5 a heavy crime at the door of the Church, A
crime, nevertheless, we recognige it to have been, but a far heavier
crime committed against the Church than even against the unfortu-
nate Protestants who so grievousiy suffered from it. That the
wretched transaction may, however, be more clearly understood it
will be neeessary for us to say a few words as to the relatioms of
Louis X1V, towards the Pope before we quote from Saint-Simon,
To set out, then, this king had n. sooner himself assumed the reins of
government than be began to seck oceasions to humiliate the Holy
Bee. There was, for example, the * affair of the Coraican Guard,” in
which certain bangers-on of the French embassy at Rome attacked
the Pontifical soldiers, and which led to the invasion of Avignon, to
the sending of an army into Italy, and to the proposal of several
ingnlting and unjust conditions by the king to be accepted by the
Pope, before he would cordescend 50 much ag to treat with him,—the
conditions being refused by the Pope, and peace only made two years
afterwards through the intercession of 8pain and Venice, but with ter-
itorial loss and humiliation to the Holy See, There was also the
affair of the Regale, in which the king strove to extend to ail the
bishaprics and beneflees in France the right which the kings of
France posseased over certain bishoprics and benefices founded by
their ancestors and whose revenues, when they became vacant, fell in
to the crown. In this matter, strange to say, the bishops sided with
the king and against the Pope—a fact to be remembered when we
read of the part taken by the greater number of these bishops in the
persecution of the Hugnenots as described by Saint-Simon. Again,
there was the matter of the four Artieles, directed especially against
the Pope's inflnence in France, but also ¢xpable of a wider and mere
sinister interpretation, and in which more than a third of the bishopa
were with the king, There is much more which we migkt advance
in illustration of Louis’ unfriendly relations with Rome, but this is
enough for the parpose, as well as to show how the bishops, presented
to their bishoprics by the king, were for the most part his majesty’s
ohsequious servants rather than the faithful shepherds of their flocka
and subjects of the Holy See. They were, in fact, to a large extent
men chosen for advancement by the policy of Mazarin in gaining
over the nobility of the Fronde, or, perhaps, still worse appointments
made by Colbert and Le Tellier, from their own creatures or relations,
and their piety or fitness for the episcopacy bad been the last thing
thought of in comnection with them, It was under such ecircums
gtances that the king undertook his bitter persecution of the Protes-
tantg, Saint-Simon writes of it to the following effect :—The whole
plot was conducted by Louvois and Madame de Maintenon, uaknown
to every one else. . . . Louveis, who only too well understood the
conscquences, found a donble advantage in it, because the execution
he thought of could only he performed Ly troops, and consequently
by hims21f, who would tkus be brought into continual relationship
with the king, which peace had made rarer, and because such an
event would long alienate all the Protestants of Europe, and urge
them to a war that he desired most ardently, and these two reasons
drew bim on to bring about all the horrors of the cxeeution, Colbert,
the only man he conld have feared iz the participation of the secret,
and certriuly steunch, and resolute when in opposition, had
been dead for iwo years, Thus, perfectly free, he egged on the kingﬂ-j
to the glory of exterminating people, who, leagued together and
supported by the foreign powers kelonging to their communion, had
opposel a firm front to all his predecessors, from the time of Francis
1., and, however subdued they might find themsclves, would never
lose the hope of raising themselves up again, nor that of succeeding
in establishing a State within the State, with all the independence
and forms to which they had always aspired. Thus glory, authority,
policy, rcligion, all was put forward without contradiction, and



