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It is important that we form a true picture of the events
leading up to Liberalism so as nob to judge vast events in the
light of present conditions. Just as in gtudying the Fathers
we must go fo the Fathers, so in unfolding the origins of Lib-
eralism we must be influenced by the circumstances as they

were seen by bhe eyes of the Middle Ages.

As we turn back the pages of History and attempt to under-
stand the past so as to zive us light for the present, our eyes

reflect on the various circumstances that made history as we
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know it Today. Through the Bible, th

look at the good that was omnipresent in the garden of Paradise

in wersons, in things; we see all as 1t snould be, all subject
B

to the divine creator, all reflecting His goodness.

1.7
L

he roots

I

- v
Telescoping history we know thab the above was

of Christianity,yet we see abt the same bime evil, the parasite,
as never quite able te root out tae good, There is Caln aad
Abel, Caiphas aﬁd Christ. Holy Mother Church has encountered
and has had Lo struggle against overwiehiing opposition and
attaclk evar since;.Prim_tive Catnolicism withstood the perse-
cutions, the heregiés:of Gnesticlsm and Arianism, In the mean-
time, the tree grew and spread its branc.es of Life, until, in
the sixth century, one idea predominated; thatv idea Wwas God.

It was only after the twelfth century that man himself stepped

away from tihe most iLmportant Being of nils life, his creator,

Tnto this God-Centered 1ife there broke out what is

1.



called. the Renaissance. .During this psriod men revived their
interest and study of classical Greek pagan litératu}e and art.
Nevertheless, man did not deny the supernatural idesa of God,
but this period was the occasion for such a disiﬂtegrétién.

Along with the pagan literature their necessarily came the

concept of Liberalism,

Liberalism 1s an almost limitless subject. It has theolog-
ical, philosopnical, pclitical, social, cultural,-literary and

e

other aspects, We can only attempt to present a clear definitio:
of Liberalism and its ori

Libsralism is a well-used word in the world today., It has

a close connotatlion to freedom but not all agrese that fresdom

or all, As for the word itself, "No word has been.

)

should be
subjected to mcre bizarre uses than the word Liberalism"(1),
"Wo word, not even Christianity or Sooialism, is used to covef,
a greater or mors obntradictory.varieﬁy of thought and action
than Liberalism ,."(2) Liberalism is often described as Conser-

vatism, especlally in the United States is it used to describe

I

ne political status of some of our zovernment officials, Butb

<t

ile term is more Ifrequently assoclated with the naturalist

ohilosophers, centering around Dewey, for Liberalism has often

t

meant a denial of any spiritual quality in man,
Liberalism is a bterm, then, wnich mesns different things
to different peopls. The term itself is an abstraction, a

zeneralization, and as suchlit creates a difficulty waen




applied to a concrste situation or concrete age. The reader
"smwust be careful not to read his own or his ages understanding

of a wori back into the minds of men using the same word three

bl

or Tour generations ago."(3) The word was apparently first

used in 13511 in Spain bto indicate the proponents of a consti-

5,

tution modeled after bthe French Constitution of 17¢l, Liberal-
ism took on a anticlerical connotation because this constitub-
ion opposed the Catholic religion of the old regime., The bterin,
as used in Italy and England soon after, took on the meaning
of fresdom frowm constraint wnich ultimately was an attempb to
break with authority. |

By eliminating, tins, what the word only occasionally

ES ey &

means, we can arrive at a definition walch will enumerate
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elements with which 1t 1s most frequently assoclated.
LibeLaljsm is not a set of beliefs wnich essentially re-

main unchanged Lhroughout the centurles, but it is evident tiaal

tils can be g&ld of most isms, Hor ig it a theory of liberty,

though 1t is often construed as such from the phrase Liberal

Farty

v *

To the contrary, liberty and Liberalism are often con-
strued to wmean freadown: from political, ecclesiastical, social
or economic conbtrol (L). At other times, Liberalism is concern-
ed with a concept of life that 1s humane and benevolent at the
.core.

Therefore, Liberalism should not, like so many other isms,

be condsimed outright as being evil at the core or to tae core.

s

On the other hand, it is not correct to equate Liberalism with

-
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olerance, sugene Lyons has described the Liberals as "notor-

ously illiberal, intellectually parsimonious and emotionally

f-to

oo

conservative in anything af’ecting their favorite preccnceps=-

w

tions and misconceptions.” (5) This point is brought out

affectively when we consider that Liberalism always wor.ed in
close logical harmony with tiie various nonestablisihied religionsg.
being logically hostile to Cabthollcism, Anglicanism and

"d

The sbhove attests to the two maln senses that are applied
to Liberalism, In its world-wide general usuage it is iden
fied with generosity of spirit or liberality of mind, but on

the obher hand it 1s a precisely defined and somewhat riglidly

i~

neld bedy of doctrine, a secular religlion, though
1

ic point of view 1t could not possibly be called a

The former is tie genersally accepted concept; we by
nature desire freedom but it Is precisely bthls reason way tie

latter philosophy cannct he Justly held. We have tie natural

5

law; this is but a obvious sign of the eternzl law and just as

W

Wwe must.obey the Supreme Authority so we mmust obey all

autnority. To the contrary, sectarian Liberallsm has consist=
ently opposed thie established government: has consistently
invelghed against authority of any kind., It has stood for the

rejectlon of authority in both Churchh and State.

We can now present a precise definition of Liberalism,
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incorgporating into this definition the elements that have

stamped thelr impression on the intellectual uniinds of the
1world,

Cardinal Hewman, who was'the greatest enemy modern Liber-
alism has ever had to Mset..,.0ecause Liberalism was the enemnyal
revelation(5), states what he understands by Liberalism:

Now by Liberalism I mean false liberty of thought, ow
the exerclse of thought upon matters, in which, from
the constitution of the human wmind, thought cannot be
brought to any successful issue, and taerefore is out
off place, Anmong such matters are first principles of
whatever kind; and of {these the most sacred and
momentous are especially to be reckoned the truths of
Revelation., Libsralism, then, 1s the mistaxe of subjec-
ting to hwuman judgement Those revealed doctrines wihlch
are In their nabture beyond and indspendent of it, and
of claiming to determine on intrinsic grounds the truth
and value of provositlons which rest for thelir reception
simply on the exbernal authority of the Divine Word,(7)
(This definition appliés to ecclesiastical as well as
anti-ecclesiastical Liberalism, This division of two
-principle types is a branch of sectarian Liberalism
and will be treated at greater length as we exawmine
the origins of Liberalism,)

T~

Thouzh it can be rightfully argued that Wewman is empha-

tne definition

<

sizing the Chruch's stand on Liberalism, ye

tion of Church and State, God is creator of bothy God gave

Dbch. But as we said 1ia the openin
. barayg
the greater Torce of good,

1e meaning ol the teru

Liveralism 12t us sxamine tine forces that were at work from

5.



eentn century onward,
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Liberaliasm arose as a rssult of Individualian wiiich has

»

its roots deen in the Fifteenth and sixteenth cenbury.. It
souzht to discovser a basis for individual freedon which would

free mahn froma 11 social constraint.,. Under Liberalism the

%
el

individual became of primary and the social of secondar
importance.,

Inyelleo tual liberalism dictated tThat wan was free to
study, without cauvtion, bthe pagan classics, This Liberalism
becane the monentum wihilch pushed forth the notion and paved
the way Tor Liberalism in regard to morality and religion.
toral Liberalism gave man fresdom to do as e pleased, vo
fuse to recognize a law walch regulates ths ac

T
Religious Liberalisw rsfused to recognize aushority in reli-

rad

gion and tried to gilve man the rizht of wvwrivate interpretation.
of Scriptures, Added To thls so-called freedom, the Proteétant
Revolt, it is now seen, made a grealbt depression of tLe'zﬁﬁel—
lectual ninds of men from the sevenbeenth century onward,

By the middle of the seven teenbh century the idea of any-

Ea)

thing supernatural was overthrown., Tine world, as seen through

the senses, became the truth for many men. Anything beyond

the senseus world was denied existence. Man placed seanse and

il The claim was that anything

existence in a category of its own.
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whicnh could not be ssen did 1o

-

Tiberalisa contiaued in its soread in that 1t eventually




led to politics and econonics. After men disregarded the

avtihority which regulated their personal lives, so too, they
disregarded the authority which governed their countries; And
finally, Liveralism began to invade the economic life of man

whth the coming of the Industrial Revolution (F n”land, 1760).

Besideg Iadividoalism, Liberalism was a dlrect of fspring

of Humanism and the Reformation of the fifteenth and sixteenth

iy

century, Also it was further developed by the pallosophers o

a

ing and fant. But

2

England, Locie and Humej; of Germany, Leil
Mme, Hecker and her daughter Mune, de Stasl(French writer} were
the connecting link between the free~thinking elements before
“and after the French Revolution (1789) and the center of modern
Liberal movement in France and Switzerland, From this drawving-
room beginning, whiclhh cannot reaTlv be proverly called a begin
ning for Liberal tendencles have been and still are coeval

with the human race lonz bhefore 1789, the paths run in all

dirsctions at once.

i

fe

or purvoses of a over=-all presentation of tiie origins of

iiﬁe;éliéﬁ we must further divide sectarian Liberalism into
Lo ?rinciples types (9): Anti-ecclesiastical and ecclesiastical
Liberalism, The former can be furthered divided into its seven
branches: (1) drawing-room Liberalism of Mwme. Staél and the
doctrinaire Livberalism introduced by Guizot of ‘rance (1790).
(25 The Liberal Party of Radicals (1810) had progressive modern
ideas, (3) The Liberal Democrats of 191l had progressive ildeas

also, They wanted %o make the masses of the common people the

T


http:f'u1"'t;11.er

deciding factor in public affairs, views common to tie
Socialists (1850 onward). The latter, Catholic Liberalism,
aimed at regulat g the relations of the Church and State, in
accordance with the Liberal principles expounded by Benjamin
Constant (france, 1800). Gallicanish, which was defended Dy

Lacordaire and Montalembert,was anobther type and originated

avout 1815. Jansenism aimed at certain reforms in ecclesiasti-

cal doctrine and disecipline in accordance with the anti-eccle-
siastical liberal Probestant and atheistical theory or, as it
is now called, Modernism,

But for a more historical examination of Liberalism, let
us trace its ste)s before the time it started to really wall,
before the Industrial Revolution,

Before thi time, in Franoe, relics of fedualism wWere
being desbtroyedand along with them the strict liberties that
men possessed because of their particular occuption. The protod
type of the modern bourgeols emerged and because his wealth
was in movable goods, money, he tended to be agalinst the
privilezed class Wﬂose rocts were in the soil, He had a
gencral opposition against clerical and sacular power. Also a
new concent of liberty emerged along with this dpposition.,

The bourgeols was a Tree man, not tied to the soil, The
individual ratier than the soclal became the dominant idea.
ainst specific restraints that hampered his

He protested as

P
ERdie D
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gle for economic security and socilal recognition. In this

sense, Liberalism was amoral but sometimes, as we shall see,

[a]
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it fought good fights for good causes; somebimes 1t fouznt for
vicious objectives; always 1t fouzght for itselfl.

Religious authority was more directly attacked. The

.

»

Liberal rebelled often against political authority but, in
B

essence, bthe Liberal used the State to crush the Church. The

Protestant Revolt and Lubther were the signs of what had
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emerged in the sevenbteentn.cewrtury. Because of the Fr

flevolt; tTne individual became hls own priest; tine Liberal

iy

goal was being achleved: complete emaancipation from ecclegi-

-

astical authority. Further, because of the protestant movement
nurch land was coufiscated, bresking up a large control of

property. The market economy developed, also this was a bi;

wy
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step in the direction of capitalistic agriculture. Finally,

anotner result of tie revollt was the creatlon of The absolu

63
<
o

tate: Nationalism; "It would be the State and not the Churcn

N R .

that controls society and determines the condition underwinich

men should live,."(10) The later Intellectual Revolution freed
even bthe mind from philesephiical and theologlcal tradition,

Uescartes helped to make each man nis owm auvthority, wihile

=

in the scientific field Hmpiralism was ideally suited to the
J

¥

Liberal: it made nature the sole autihority.
In England, the Revolution of 1688 resulted in the Bill

o s = . . e 1
of Rishts, Fresonal freedom was enlarged; the executives

A

functions were limitvced

Their natural law, as sumied up by

’h

George 3Sabine included:

@

the innate rigat of every man to a minimam of




political privileges, the doctrine of consent by
varticipation Iin ths choice of resresentatives,tne
justification of law and government as a protection
of individual rights, and the linmitation of every
brancn of government under the sovereign power of
the people secured by a written list of inalienable
rights. (11)

John Loclie best exnresses in his philcosopny the results
of the Glorious Hevolution of 1588, Locke, who History calls
|

the Fhilosopher of the Revolutilon, nas defined, in his,

K

theories, the essential outline of Liberal doctrine for the
next centuries, Ile looked on soclety as not really a soclety
but rather an agpregabts of individuals united only by zeo-
zraphic proxinity and by the desire of ecacn To secure his
and his provcerty from attack by his neighbors., By the begin-
ning of the sighitleenti century Liberalism in England had
contained thc same essentials as that of France. The Liberal

5

na

o

freed himself from the autaocrit. of tiae Ciurch and the
arbitrary interference of the State, There was but a limited
toleratlion against the Church and a political doctrine of

natural rights against the State, Wow we must look to its

Je note that up to the eizhtipgenth century Li

was still not on solid ground. It had grown to full stature

o

' )

but gtill centered centered itsell around the polints of

=1 '

origin, snzland and Francs. Tpue; it had spread to the Europear

62

Continent but we see that now in the eigh atgpenth century it

10,
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crept even wore into the religious, political agd economical
e, We find that it makes its entrance into America also.
In fact, Liberal praétices it will be seen, culminated in Tthe
American revolution as well as the French revolution. The

es in land tenure known a3 the enclosure movement,with
its accompanying agricultural revolution,wers prerequisites
for the development of capitalistic farming and the ultimate
dissolution of the Soclal Order grounded on those Qﬁo had
their roots in the soil, Though this is the normal stituation

in Awmerica today, 1.e., the listing of prowerty (land) as a

4

'Vit

market commodity, yet at that time its was a revolutionary

move and at tihie same time a Liberal victory because the
Liberal Order was fully attained only when everjythling - land,

labor, propsrty, etc. - was concernsd with movaable goods,

money, A likewlise wictory was the industrial node of living

P

caused by the enclosure mo&ement; Since land passed into

the hands of the capltalist farmer and fauilies were uprooted
from the land, they weire forced to seek thelr wneans of liveli-
hood in the industrial market.

In France, Turgot (French statesman) formulated a pro-
gran that would have created a Liberal soclal order and,in
time, give the middle man a wmsasure of political power. But,
as I stated previously, France(nor Turgot) had the power to

accomplish this task, Ruggiero (Italian Liberal writer) states

this situation in this sbatement:

1.
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This was the perlod at which the struzgle of the

poorer rustic population against the bourgeois

Liberalism first began; that Liberalism which,

under color of emancipating all citizens, really

advanced the interest of proverty owners, and, whlle

bestowing on the rest an empty form of liberty,

left them actually at the mercy of the rich. (12)

T %ead . .

That this would not/To & true social order is now apparent

During this same period, on the Continent, rational philos
ophy, taough-not concerned directly with Liberalism, yet an
important aspect, created a weapon for the Liberal victory. The
philosophers secularized the human spirit with thelr fundamen-
tal DPlnCLDlv being reliance upon human understanding, unbound-
ed falth in reason, which is proclaimed self-sufiicient and the
final arbiter in all thinzs; "In the name of reason tie leaders
of the movement waged a relentless warfare azainst...all
autority, in Church, State, Socilsty, morals, which they look
upen as byrannycof taiouzht, government, social relabion and
conduect,"(13) Just as Hewbton's law of gravity explained thae
harmony in the universe, the Liberal thinkers discovered that
sclf-intervest, self-reason, was the human law of gravity.
lo-Saxon history seess Edsmnd

& further look into thne An

surke and Adam 3nith as hest sumning vp tne Liberal taouznt

Z
D

of thess poenle. Durke's work, Thousnts and Detalls on Scarcity
prezeuats the essentials of Liberal taought on ancther phase

3

of soclety: that of ethiics'! relationsip to business., Leo «I1T,

very evils that were mal their entrance into tas woriin

ns
(]

world then and are still not resady to make a very necessary
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exit., Burke toou
the middle class can have elbow room for acihileving prosperity;

that proverty has a natural riznt to rule and That Mabor is a

demand,"(1h) Je was thus ving the opposite view of ewery
admonition of Leo's encyclical., Burke especially eludes to

one onposing essential element that is algo manifested in ALl
Lib:ral creeds: proverty 1s the decree of Providence and not
od is pleased to punisu the poor

L

Adam Samith's statement of Liberal tneory is similiar + .

to burie's but different in one aspect which justifies its
mention here, 3nilth'ts Wealth of Hations advocated that esach

man follow nis self=interest in order to promoctenis cwn nappi-

ness but, as a morzxl beinzg, =elf-interest should not de;generate

(&)
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Tiute a war of all against all, We cansee here the
gcononlcs soon o be the natural law,

4

nt into Germann Liberalism at that tinm

©}

I have chosen #illiam Humooldt who expresses tae general.liberal

influence there. He 1s concerned witha pelitical rather than

economic affairs of tie individual man but thie arzu.ent syllo-

gizes to the sane conclusion: the 3State 1s not to interfere
with the individual's S@lL-lﬂtOIGSb.

race clinaxes that glve us tue Liberal btieory of Surone and
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America at the end of the elghbteenth century: T .e drench and

° 1

ates 1t this way:

Anerican Revolubtion (16) Neill s

ct
O]

dhnereas the American Revolution was an expression
of Anglo-3axon MLDCPallgM, the French Revolution
- the moral docirinalre

(17.9-1799) was an exoression of
continental bwald of Libsral Theory,

ust the word revolution, an overtihrow or renunciation of one

C

orce of Liberalisn

=iy

sovernument or ruler, asserts the dominate
on American and Frencih thougat,
wo revolutionary gzroups dominated the tTimes,

the underates under Wasiington who, aistory atbtzsts, souzht

seli~government but a tyse that would protect msn of proserty

from the envious masses below as wbll as frowm a tyranailcal
King above; tne Radicals, associated with Pabtwick Henry, who
believed that properlty owners needed a volce in politics ana
less control by government,by govermient walch tendsvto control

You and I both znow that the Constitution was a vicltory

enougil to protect men and »Hroperty against forelgn powers and

against eacl otvher, We also xnow the Treedoms granted b The
8ill of Rights waich protects us from the abuses of goveru-
nental auth Tye Since we should bz so familliar with the ~

Constituticn, for by it we see the Libsral victory conbtained

there-in, 1lst us project our atiention on the French Revolution

of uhlick we are provably less familiar, Tnis revolutlion drew

vogeviler all the aspects of continental Liborallsm and trans-
possed them into the nineteenth century., The state became a

1.
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reipn individuals, Church lands were conils-
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cated and put intc the maviet; alfter being sold It-could be
held in absoluts ownersaln, Just tihe State aad individuals

existed and laissez-falre could do nothing but evolve: into tie

concext that tne State st care

()

masses Dy a property qualification, As Liberalism enbters into

maturity we observe otuaer csrtaln and constant te.dencies taratb

Libaraliism froat 1Ts accidental

cr Livderalism, Also otuer lmportant tradeiarids wnst be

of the bourzeols, lore often properiy rigats weire respectad
over human rignts. The Libveral was empirical and wmore or less
skestical-monded., Hewnan called their principles anti-dogmatic

(18). Another consbant note was its full Ltrust in the

.
o

of thne individual in accordance with his ra
so that they made intelligence the core of life and wrogress
1. 1 (e 4 3 0 )

ne end of 1ife, vhough that progress was measured by the ad-

vancing limitation of authority and a increase in one's stock

1%
/" .
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individusl freedcms. Last and veally not the least, Tae

O
)

>

hin pro-

- »

Libveral favored any type of change, putting taelr Tal

C‘a"

gress and thinking thab, in this manner, they could attaln

D+
satisfaction whers bafore dissatisfacbion was prevélent.
In conclusion, permlt we to ewmphasize, before I sumnarilizg

onle on what our attitude smst

In tals rexard Danliel-Hozs svates:

Liberalism can be credited with ssveral happy results;
by developing Lae spirit of initiative 1t contributed
not a 1little to that pralsewortiyy advance in tecanical
achisvement,.,. . but it remains none the less thabt 1t has
eliminated from the general conduct of life the vsry
orinciple of morality. (19)

Leo XIII, pointing out the evils of the 1800's , Stated that man

" no help from Liberalism,...(because it) had proved

souzh®
chat it was ubterly unable to solve the social problem arizgith

(20) Speaking of wmorality also, iessner in his Social Ethics

says that algthough morality plays sucaa large part in life
the maxisi of "double morality belongs to the fundagmentals of
individualist libéralism...(for) public and »rivate 1life, 1T
says, are subiect to different ethical priciples,’(21)
Dorodtiny Thompson views Liberalism as i1t is often held constant-
before our eyves:

Liberalism should have held constantly befdre its
eyes the twin ideas of freedom and responsibllity;
self-expression and self-control, extreme tolerance

of others, with extreme demands upon oneself. (22)
With this outlook on liberty and since liberty is one thing

we cannot have unless we gilve 1t to others, one person has

17.



sunmed up the result of the opposite view:"Excess of authority
is tyranny, and excess of liberty 1s anarchy , and anarchy ends
in tyranny."(23) This is further brought out on the fundamen=-

hat reaches the root of the problem; Liberallsm

o
b
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has this proposition: It is contrary to tae natural, innate,
and inalienable right and liberty and dignity of man, to
subject himself to an authority, the root, rule, measure, and
sanction of which is not in himself., (24)

Perwit me now to leave you, the reader, with the frane
of mind that should bs associated with Liberalisu,but at the
same time allowing Tor the various understandings of this ism,
by listing the eighteen propositions by which Cardinal Néwman

concludes his treatlse on the Liberalistic movement in Ozxford:

1. Yo religious tenet is important, unless reason
snows 1t To e SOeee

2. No one can believe what he dces not understand,
(Thﬁrefowe, e.g., There are 1o mysteries in
true religion,) :

3. No theolozical doctrine 1is any thing more than

an opinion which happens to be hield by bodies

of wmen,

(Therefore,e.z. no creed, as such, ls necessary
for salvation,)

e, Tt is dishonest in a man to make an act of faith
in what he has not had brought home to him by
actual prool,

(Eherefowe,u.g. the mass of men ougnht nolt abso-

lutely uO believe in the divine aut writy of

5, It is immoral in 2 man to believe more than ae
can svontameously receive as being ccngenial TO

1is moral and mental nature.

Therefore, .ga 2. ziven individual is not bound

to believe in eternal punishment. )

/"*m
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No revealed doctrines or precepts may reason-
ably stand in the way of scientific conclusions.
{r aewefowu,vag. Political Econowmy may reverse
our Lord's declarations .about poverty and
riches; or a sysbem of Btbios nay teach that
thne nighest condition of bod iy 1s ordinarily
essential to the highest state of nind, )

Christilanity 1s necessarily modifled by tue
growth of civilization, and the exigencies of
time.,

(Therefdre,s.g. the Catholic Priesthood, though
necessary in tae lMiddle Ages, may be superseded
Nnow, )

There 1s a system of relizlon wore simsly true
than Christianity as it has ever been wvecelved,
(ThOﬂefowe ©.3. WO maF advance that SQvistinﬁity
s the'corn of wheat! which has been dead for
1300 years, but at length will bear fruit; aad
tiiat Mahometanism is the manly religion, and
exlsting Christianity tae womanish,)

[N

3.

There 18 a fight of Private Judgement: that is,
there is no existing authority on earth competent
to interfere with the liberty of individuals in
reasoning and judging for Uhsmselves about the

Bible and 1ts contents, as they severally pWOaseg
(Therefore,e.g. religlous estq11¢samonts require-
ing uﬂDSCLlythﬂ are Anti-christian,)

Taere are rignts of counscience such, that eVGry
one may laufMlly advance a claim to profess and
teach what 1s false and wrong in mabters rellzious,
soclal, and aoral, provided that to h%s private
conscience 1t ssems absclutely i
(Taerefcre,e. . WQllfidlalS qa@e a riw?

There is no such thing as a national or state
congcience,

(Therefdre,e.s. no judzments can £all unon a
sinful or infidel nation,)

The civil power has no positivs duty, in a nor-

mal state of things, bo maintaln relliglous trutia.
(Therefore,s.s. bla piemv and sabbath-brealing
are not rightly punishable by law.)




~

13, Utility and ezpedience are the msasure of
political duty. ) '
(Therefore,e.g. no punisivient may be enacted

on the pround that God COuuindS it; e.g. On
the text, "4dhoso sheddebn man's blood, by nan
shall nis blood be shed.)

1, The Civil Powsr may dispose of Church property
without sacrilegeas..

15, The Civil Power has the rignt of ecclesiastical
' jurisdiction and administration...
16, It ig lawful to rise in arms against legltimate

princes,

(Pnare ore,e.g. tie furitaﬁs in the 17th century,
and the ?reﬂcq in the 18th, were justifiable in
their Rebellion and Revolution respectively.)

17. The people are the legltimate source of power,
(Therefdre,e.q. Universal Suffrage is among

natural rishts of men.)

138, rtue is the child of knowledge, and vice of

z, sducation, meriodical literature,

111u¢, ventilation, dvalﬂage, and

ife, when fully carried oub, serve

lation moral and happy.) (2)
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(1)
(2)

(10)
(11)

(12)
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