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King of the Netherlands would make to the Catholic majority in the 

Chambers, the result of Catholic elections, for the sake of some 

Catholic States-Provincial. Would these indeed be concessions? It 

seems to me that, according to the very text of the fundamental 

law, these would be some laws of sound and due form, emanated 

from the three branches of the legislative power, legally consti-

tuted. 

That makes, of two things one, either these laws would be 

just for all, and then why fear them? or they would violate rights 

(I do not say only that they would break the aspirations )of the 

minority, and then this minority, if it were only a single man, 

would enlist and fortify itself in the long run for the sole 

ascendancy of equity and reason, until that time when society 

shook off the yoke of the despot and of violence, which it would 

have suffered for some time. 

ANON.: In a constitutional state, is a Catholic government so 

impossible with a Protestant sovereign? 

ME: Even an equitable government, frank, constitutional, 

although certainly more difficult to form than a government entire-

ly Catholic or Protestant, is not impossible. Also, it has for its 

goal that of upholding the wishes of the citizens, Catholic and 

Liberals, certain then, that what is besides the belief of the 

ministers, is quite impartially free. 

ANON.: Today real alliance with the priest-party; and tomor-

row, if it acquires the power or if it approaches it, alliance 

against it with those whom we reject today. 
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ME: No. Alliance with any party, against any party, as a 

party is understood; is not variation of any kind. On the contary, 

perseverance calm but steadfast in the continuous progress a

gainsf the authoritarian, with whatever party that it supports, 

with those who follow this same progress, without those who follow 

another. lndissolvable union with the friends of the public liber-

ties, whoever they may be, against the enemies of these liberties, 

likewise whoever they may be. 

ANON.: . • • • • the devotion to the clergy that you yourself will 

have worked for such a long time to consolidate. 

ME: Here it was now or never to cite, to prove; but it would 

have been necessary to cite accurately, to prove incontestably, 

and that was impossible. I defy the anonymous one to produce a 

single line of writing where I have preached devotion to the 

clergy. I will repeat to him for the hundredth time that I condemn 

all devotion just the same, if this is in the cause of freedom and 

truth, and that I have not any interest in getting angry or in 

wishing to appear angry when the Catholics condemn it like me. 

ANON.: This terrible dilemna crushes you: either you will 

hope for the domination of the priests, and you are in this case 

only among the hypocrites and false Liberals; or you think that in 

the crisis which they can give occasion to, someone will always be 

there to save the country. Who? your enemies! 

ME: Not so terrible. I believe them of having already replied 

victoriously. 
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Remaining with the crisis of the country and the generous 

enemies who should then save us. This supposed crisis would be, 

above all, fatal to those who would have aroused it, even without 

our having been aided by actual enemies (it is you who have 

called them that) regarding the public liberties, who would then 

become friends. 

ANON.: Is it correct that the priest-party dominates in a 

constitutional state? 

ME: You force me to always answer the same thing: in a 

constitutional . state, the fundamental pact alone rules; and the 

good citizens watch without respite so that, under its name, none 

usurp the public authority. 

ANON.: Is it loyal to aid this party, still oppressor of 

public liberties, in binding its cause to that of these liberties? 

ME: No, when it oppresses the public liberties; yes, when it 

defends them. 

ANON.: ls it proper to praise the sympathy of the priests for 

philosophical ideas, when everywhere they have persecuted, 

burned, or exiled the philosophers? 

ME: It would be folly; for it is free to the priests to have 

antipathy for these ideas, entirely as the philosophers have for 

many of the dogma tic ideas. 

The penal code has provided for this in that no one· can 

persecute, burn, or exile any person for what he thinks or what 

he believes. 
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ANON.: And in the case where one could foresee that they 

will seiz~ the power, the only means of safety being united with 

Holland and with the Protestants, is there from then on any 

disgrace in founding this f~ture safety on some men who people 

now insult every day in order to please the Catholic party? 

ME: Unless y~u specify where, when, and how I have 

insulted the Protestants and the Dutch, you will undergo still 

another time and for the sake of terminating this overly long 

dialogue, the disgrace of a formal denial. 

Man of bad faith! it is in no way a question of arming 

ourselves with the Catholics and the Belgians against the Protes-

tan ts and the Dutch, nor with these last people against the 

others; it is a question solely, and you know this as well as 

anyone, of forcing the Protestants and the Dutch to be fair, or 

rather of forcing the authority not to exceed its limits, that is to 

say to allow everybody all the freedom to which each has a right, 

and in being itself neither Protestant nor Catholic, neither Belgian 

nor Dutch. 

Post-Scriptum 

At the moment when this writing was on the press, people 

told me about a critical article that one of the journals of 

Brussels had published against the pamphlet, the Union des 

catholiques et des liberaux. This article, in addition to the 

obliged accompaniment of abuses, essential to every official refuta-
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tion, contained the single plausible objection which has been made 

to the principles expressed in this pamphlet. Here it· is textually: 

"The law can not evaluate a doctrine as long as it remains 

specuiative; but, as soon as it is converted into positive applica

tion, it pretends to rule the· exterior conduct of men, it returns to 

the jurisdiction of the civil law, to which it must conform." 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

"In order for us to make it better understood, let us turn 

to things of the highest nature: religion is only an intimate rap

port between each man and God, and as long as this feeling 

remains individual, the law has nothing to see. But is not there 

in the nature of religious feelings something more, do they beget 

nothing more than a simple correlation between man and God, and 

are they not between men a source of rapport, from which 

necessarily spring a religious society, a government of this 

society, practices, forms, in a word, a sacerdotal. government? 

"And, if it is thus, which of the two societies, either the 

civil or the religious, ought to have supremacy, the sovereign 

government of society, which of the two must depend on the other? 

what does M.De Potter respond. 

"We have already said, a government cannot be the judge 

of the truth of dogmas, but when they concern the civil order, it 

must apprehend the knowledge of it, be it what the nature of the 

doctrine is if it is something contrary to the public good, be it 

what is the manner of designating it." 

I responded indeed willingly as they had invited me to. 
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A doctrine, as such, is forever only speculative, even when 

it prescribes some material acts, and it does not · fall under the 

power of the law; the applications to which it is turned, 

proceeding from it only: it does not fall under the civil juris-

diction as intending to rule ·the exterior conduct of men, nor even 

as ordering it; but this exterior conduct enters in again there: 

and, likewise that the social man, in so far as thinking, is 

beyond the law; likewise the social man, in so far as acting, 

must submit there. Thought is and is only able to be the domain 

of the conscience; the law has nothing to do with it: acts are and 

can only be in the domain of the law; doctrines do not serve, in 

any case, to excuse them. 

Yes, religious sentiment with a correlation between man and 

thE: Divinity is a source of relations, from where there flows 

necessarily a religious society, but entirely deprived; practices, 

but entirely, if I can express myself thus, domestic; forms, but 

entirely voluntary; and a sacerdotal government, but without 

coercive means, without any force other than that of opinion; that 

is to say entirely opposed to what people mean by government, 

and to what a true government in fact is. 

That is, it seems to me, the difficulty resolved. Let us add 

however to these reflections some new reflections. 

The civil society has no supremacy over the doctrines of the 

religious society, no more than it has over the opinions of each 

individual; for it is as an individual, as a man, and not as a 

citizen, that he embraces, that he professes a religion, whose 

dogmas are always for him individual opinions, without ever being 
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the doctrine of a society, even of one whose opinions are identical 

to his own. On its side, the religious society will in no way be 

able to dominate the civil society, nor even have over it the least 

influence, in what concerns its fundamental pact, its legislation, 

its adminfstra tion:, its police; which do not concern it, and which, 

consequently, exist without it and, if it is necessary, would exist 

in spite of it, no more than religious society can make any 

individual give way by some means of constraint to his opinions, 

to his forms, to his practices, in a word, to his government. 

One of these societies will never therefore be dependent on 

the other, neither will have nor will ever be able to have the 

sovereign power over the other. 

The civil society will proclaim in vain: I consent to such 

doctrines; I patronize such opinions; this form of worship is 

agreeable to me; these practices of the church a re pleasing to me; 

the faith of these dogmas would be much more agreeable to me 

than that of some other dogmas. The independent man, the 

religious society which has respect for itself, will beware indeed 

of forsaking its faith or principles: and, if they would do this, 

they. would lose in an instant all right to their own esteem; they 

would become torn apart from all moral dignity, their principal 

welfare, their strength, their life. 

On the other hand, the religious society will never admit to 

inverting, to troubling the established political and civil order. 

Its members will allege in vain their faith, their worship, the 

precepts to which they submit themselves, the rule that they are 

ordained in or which they have accepted, to legitimatize an act 
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which the laws forbid, to exempt themselves from a duty which 

they impose. 

If the law leaves the circle which has been marked out for 

it by the very nature of things, by ordaining an act or 

def ending another over those to which it does not extend its 

power, this law is unjust; it will hardly endure. It is generally 

because of this that all the governments have had to cease 

administering by force the sacraments to those whom the church or 

the priest had declared unworthy of it; it is in this manner still 

that they cease little by little to intervene in the refusal, not of 

burials, but of the ecclesiastical ceremonies with regard to deaths; 

it is thus finally that they will cease soon to demand that the 

civil marriage precede the sacramental benediction which consti

tutes the religious marriage, and that the law must limit itself not 

to recognize, without putting any obstacle there under any pretext 

or in any event. 

The effective and active protection which the Catholic 

church still asks for in the tribunals, in a few countries, for its 

dogmas, is it not openly disapproved by all the sensible souls, as 

much by the religious party as by the philosophical party? The 

opposition placed by the jurisprudence to the civil marriage of a 

priest, because of his sacerdotal character is an obstacle to 

ecclesiastical marriage, while the code acknowledges for every 

citizen, civilly free, the right to be married, does it not bring a 

smile of pity to anyone who has the least idea of the true 

principles of legislation and of their most strict consequences? The 

conscript called up by the law, would be discharged as unfit 
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because he said, for example, that the monastic order to which he 

was pledged, did not permit him to bear arms? Would the monk 

succeed in removing himself from the taxes which strike him, 

under· the pretext that he has taken a vow of poverty? 

Let us not confuse what is in itself very distinct; and let 

us declare frankly that the dogmas would not be able to interest 

the social organization, and that, consequently, it is forbidden to 

it to meddle there; that, without growing anxious about anything 

if one doctrine, regarding its nature, or regarding the manner of 

stating something, has something contrary to the public good, it 

must be restricted to maintaining the public order, by means of 

the full and straightforward jurisdiction that it has, in the name 

of the law, over the acts of the citizens: and the pub lie order 

will be maintained as long as there is liberty for all, equality 

for all. But therefore let us clearly and incontestably establish 

this real omnipotence of society over acts, that no doctrine can 

exonerate them if it condemns them, nor condemn them if it 

absolves them. 

Let us above all not confuse the very material, very tempor

al church, such as it was able to exist and as it really existed 

in the past, and the church of our day, very spiritual, very 

intellectual and moral, a simple school of opinions, of dogmas and 

of doctrines, such as it exists today, everywhere where the most 

simple ideas, the foremost practical notions of public and natural 

right have penetrated into its spirit. The church formerly has 

had, in fact, out of wea 1th and power, 

laws which it has made people observe, 

a government and some 

be it by means of the 
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forces which it might prevail upon itself, be it those of the 

secular arms which it invoked and which never refused it their 

support. It has preserved out of all that only its laws and its 

forms: but material strength is missing it, and, if it is still an 

authority to whom people listen to voluntarily and whom they obey 

freely, it is no longer nor can no longer be anything on account 

of power. It is today no longer hostil~ to the governments which 

allow it all its independence, all its liberty, as the heads of the 

modern knight-templars are not feared who, rendered power equal

ly, are dividing still, without the kings of the land finding 

anything to fault, the provinces of their states, and while ruling 

those whom they have joined together, unknown to the people, from 

the foundation of the assemblies where they play the roles which 

they have indeed been inn·ocently dealt. 

But, let us not forget, the condition of allowing the entire

ly independent and free church is important, is decisive for the 

peace of the people and the governments. The least clash attracts 

to it attention, gains interest, stirs up opinion in its favor, 

augments its zeal, hundred-folds its moral forces, and prepares in 

the distance a storm which will be too late to exorcise when it 

will be close to exploding on the imprudent people who were not 

able to foresee it. 

Fin. 



Lettre de D~mophile ~. M. Van Gobbelschroy, sur les garanties de 
la liberte des Belges, a l' tpoque de 1 I ouverture de la session des 
etats~gehlraux (1829-1830) 

Advertisement 

The advocate Jottrand presented, several weeks ago, his 

ideas on the Garanties de I 'existence du royaume des Pays-Bas: 1 

am trying to assemble mine on the certainty that the Belgians 

have to finally become and then to remain free, under the protec-

tion of a r:iational power, such as the fundamental law has estab-

lished, that is legal, impartial, just and therefore strong. 

The Belgians cherish their existence as a nation only be

cause it guarantees them freedom. These pages ought then to be 

considered as a sequel to the pamphlet of M. Jottrand, and as a 

proof besides to add to those which he has so patriotically 

gathered, of the inviolability of our national independence. 

1 have addressed these reflections to M. Van Gobbelschroy, 

because in my eyes this mini.ster is to us the personification of 

the one erroneous system which could be able for some time, to 

mislead the power, to lose uselessly several men of merit to the 

public opinion, and to retard the progress of the liberty: this 

system is that of ha If-measures, of , timidity, of a show of 

moderation which is only weakness, of groping, of hesitations, the 

system in a word as absurd and as disastrous to the people as it 

is to the ministers, called see-sawing. 

As for M. Van Maanen, his colleague, who proceeds more 
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directly and more rudely, and who never lets go, even to get 

better control afterwards, is sufficiently known and consequently 

without real danger to us: he can still annoy us, do us some 

evil, hut can no longer deceive us nor impose silence on us. 

He deserts temporarily· the employ as head of the office of 

the Department of Justice, for the expedition of current affairs; 

but, as minister, he is constitutionally dead. 

Letter from De'mophile to M. Gobbelschroy 

My Lord, 

Will you always be so mistaken about men and about things? 

At the time of your nomination as Minister of the Interior, 

the Belgians buried in the sleep of the most profound apathy 

under which the particular affairs of each was not concerned, 

allowed M. Van Maanen the means and the leisure to organize the 

paternal despotism of which they began, after one year only, to 

feel all the weight. We are not restrained; far from it: the 

extravagant system of taxes which they overburden us with was 

vividly felt and bitterly criticized; but simply at home and 

between friends, because people still ignored what the public 

manifestation can be, firm, unanimous with the indignation of all 

the people. People whispered, people hated. and people paid for it. 

You saw then, my Lord; and, liberal up to a certain point, 

if not out of conviction, at least to conform to the vogue of the 

men of your time, you abated, not the system by which you op-

pressed, but the exterior forms of this system of ruin and <lea th: 

you did not break our chains, but you sheathed them with care, 
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in a way that they no longer offended us to the quick as before, 

as people treat the convicts whom they do not want to be liable to 

succumb before they can reach their .destination. Why do you 

suppose that men who do not complain, have reason to complain? 

We continued to champ the bit and carry the pack with which we 

had been charged; and our country, tranquil on the inside in 

spite of the violation of all our rights, celebrated outside of it 

where people believe these rights are respected; our poor country, 

domineered like a vast college of little babies silent and trembling 

under the rod, is fulfilling in the case of our neighbors the 

epitaphs today so disparaged and so foolish in the classic land of 

hospitality and freedom. 

Can you yourself ascribe to, as far as it is in you, this 

cruel derision? Having understood that your liberalism cannot be 

maintained on the side of the opposition to some of our represen

tatives, although it was only an illusion, a shadow of opposition, 

a de.coy, and perhaps even a particular speculation, you have 

sought to muffle it, and have succeeded there without much difficul

ty. It was there, my Lord, and you are often praised as for a 

brilliant victory, that was the culminating point of your insignifi-

cant political career. The trumpeters always independent of the 

ministers were playing well for some time to proclaim your lofty 

deeds and your glory. There was no longer an opposition~ You had 

overwhelmed it with the government, as liberal itself as this 

opposition had ever been able to desire it to be! There remained 

only to enjoy so much success: and I scarcely doubt that the 

ministers and their creatures do not enjoy it with all their 
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faculties, at the expense of what is right. 

But it was necessary to prevent the opposition from reviv

ing. One tried it, charming each day the ears of the new 

counselors of state, peers and governors, as well as those of the · 

aspirants to these sweet refuges, by the recital of the exploits of 

the power against the monsters of ignorance and fanaticism, 

al ways ready, they said, to devour us. The ministerial liberalism 

par excellence did not cease to give the most irrefutable proofs of 

its existence and of its strength. The Jesuits were outlawed; the 

students of the Fathers dispersed: the Catholic clergy finally 

forced to be trained in everything that was in the interest of the 

government which it knew, to render itself capable of everything 

that the government might require of it. Who would have been able 

to demand more? Did this not suffice, and even beyond, in order 

that it was demonstrated that the minister:-s governed according to 

fundamental law? The bishops were not censors; would more be 

necessary so that the press would be entirely free? Teaching was 

forbidden to disobedient priests; it did not matter consequently 

who this was. 

It is indeed true that, at times, some Liberals who were too 

credulous who wished to use all these liberties which people 

extolled to them without cease, were cruelly punished because of 

their good faith or rather their simplicity, and that they paid 

dearly for the error of having believed that, since people were 

able to slander the Catholic religion and its clergymen with 

impunity, one ought at least to be permitted to examine the 

conduct of the agents of the king, of the constabulary, keepers 
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and other public officers of the place. These rigors made a fairly 

disagreeable impression. But the government was soon successful in 

counteracting this with the joy which the news of whatever coup 

d '~tat allegedly caused in the interest of the wounded party; and 

the J acobins, as people decently called the Liberals independent of 

the government, indeed quickly forgot the unconstitutionality com

mitted to the detriment of any one of them, at the sight of two or 

three French priests, described as agents of Mont-rouge, escorted 

to the frontiers like some evil-doers, or of an expedition of 

M. Walter against the Ignorantins. 

Nevertheless, the moment which put an end to this hoax was 

at hand. The Catholics had ceased to speak of religion, theology, 

dogmas; as far as they kept this language, they had only been 

understood in the seminaries, and their opposition had only been 

the opposition of the sacristy: they appealed to all now, and in 

all their prayers, this freedom that the majority of them had for 

so long a time not appreciated, and the en tire nation listened to 

them. Far from fearing the press more, they loudly asked for the 

complete emancipation of it, and called out for open concurrence in 

the future leg is la tion on education, to the profit of everyone as to 

their own: in a word, they brought into the doctrine, only good, 

only truth, only the equitable, only the unchanging, for the 

common good. 

If these things had remained thus for several years, the 

Catholics, as one of their journals has very spiritually said, 

would have monopolized the opposition in their hands alone; and, 

rejected by the Liberals, persecuted by the authority, placed at 
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the head of the regenerating movement by the people, they would 

have given to Belgium a spectacle which, most certainly, she had 

never again expected. Happily the very strength of things might 

urge on towards a much more appropriate denouement satisfying 

every disposition. 

It is difficult, my Lord, it is even impossible that the word 

LIBERTY can be pronounced before a generous nation, without 

finding sympathy there in more than one soul, an echo in more 

than one heart. This is what happened and what necessarily had 

to happen in Belgium. Soon· people only heard resound from every 

side "liberty, equality for all": and "the Union," this terrible 

union, the death knell for our ministry, was projected, concluded, 

consolidated, and, as people have already told you, my Lord, it 

was indissolvable. There were in the entire country only the 

ministers who were astonished, who could not understand anything, 

who still doubted the truth. 

Well, they had never understood anything save their private 

interest, their interest of the moment: now, this interest, which 

had become for them a question of existence, demanded imperiously 

that they continue to excite, to maintain the divison. Had they not 

al ways done this? Since they wished to do this still, would they 

likewise succeed again? Why would not the Catholics be charmed, 

as usual, by seeing themselves offered the philosophers in sacri

fice? Would the latter no longer accept with alacrity being able to 

profit from the oppression of the Catholics, who had henceforth 

handed them over without any reserve? 

No, my Lord; all this had become impossible: and why? I 
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am going to tell you. All the Belgians wished to be free: they had 

finally perceived that it would not impede that moreover, either 

being Catholic, or being Protestant, or being philosophical, and 

that, whatever they were moreover, they were not less free because 

those who were another thing or even entirely opposed, enjoyed an 

equal freedom. They agreed therefore, unless I am mistaken, they 

felt spontaneously and generally that the Catholic citizen, the 

Protestant citizen and the philosophical citizen have constantly 

one quality which is common to all of them, that of the citizen, 

an interest which is common to all, that of liberty, that is to say 

of maintaining inviolable the rights of each, defended by the 

general will. There is no need, my Lord, of telling you the rest. 

Your sagacity will supply that without difficulty, and you will 

foresee little by little that freedom in Belgium could at last one 

day be assured, be guaranteed. 

To better convince you, please reflect with me on the follow

ing truths: 

Every nation who loves freedom is already free by right; as 

soon as she wilf want to be free, she will be in fact. People were 

never slaves for a long time if they deserved to be free: one can 

always say that thE: liberality of a government is in a sense 

directed by the moral eP~rgy with which the citizens have endowed 

it, and the generosity of the principles which guide their conduct. 

I have said that, to be free, it is sufficient to want it. 

That word is taken here in the largest sense. For one can only 

pretend that the society wants freedom, in which each member is 

al ways trembling before authority, dreading more than all other 
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things the loss of his property, his liberty, his life, aspiring 

only to the honors which the authority distributes, to the favors 

that it lavishes on its valets, fo the places where one can serve 

it. 

A free nation is composed of citizens ready for every kind 

of sacrifice, who know to resist the high-handed, without being 

frightened of its menaces, without allowing themselves to be 

seduced by its promises, haughty. and inflexible when they suffer 

for the country, simple and modest when they triumph with her, 

defiant in times of unjust harshness and corrupt offers, and 

having only a single goal, that of independence for all, of liberty 

and equality in the rights of each. 

Now, does it not seem to you, my Lord, that there is be

ginning to be in our provinces a good number of these citizens? 

For myself, I have never doubted for an instant that, as soon as 

some would have had the courage not to give way, the clumsy 

anger that the government would be eager to explode against them, 

would have soon multiplied them beyond even the most legitimate 

hopes. 

good 

Today 

The thing has happened precisely 

reason, that of the people, will 

so, and the victory of 

no longer be uncertain. 

it is only a matter more or less of the time that it will 

take to obtain it intact, solid, durable; and for that, the same 

means which have served to prepare for it, must serve again to 

render it complete. It is always out of unselfishness that it must 

be, out of vigor, out of resolution, out of constancy, out of unity 

in purposes, out of union and out of the general view among those 
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people who, having the same cause to defend, to sustain, to make 

triumph, must al ways march under the same flag and obey the 

same slogan. 

For some days, the ministerial barkers have become hoarse 

crying that the union has dissolved; that such and such a Catho

lic journal no longer mentions its colleagues the apostolic foreign

ers, and holds forth with complaisance on the royal amenities of 

Don Miguel; that a Liberal sheet has, by reprisal, resolved to no 

longer turn its attention to some griefs of the party of which it is 

the organ; that the deputies are ready to follow this example, and 

that they will have scarcely recovered from the kind of bewilder

ment where the recognition of the false route that they have been 

so blindly engaged on during the last year has thrown them, 

when they will begin anew among them the combat to the bitter 

end, whose result will be for us the domination of the Pope, 

represented by the Capucins and the Jesuits, or else the paternal 

government of the dynasty which has, so say its salaried flatter

ers, imported freedom and hospitality into Europe. 

I will not quibble over words. The view that I wish to give 

here while passing to the deeds themselves, should be as fleeting 

as the circumstances which are the object of it, and does not 

require lengthy development. 

I will confine myself to saying that, even if all who ad

vance so immodestly as champions of our pitiful men of state 

would be true to the letter, it would still not prove anything to 

the detriment of the cause that the Belgians have, for a year, so 

ardently embraced. What are some journals that an unforeseen and 
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more trivial circumstance, their interest offended by a stockholder, 

their self-esteem wounded by a collaborator, can mislead at every 

instant? The other journals are not in favor of pointing them out 

then or profiting by their fall, without which there was never 

anything lost for the public, whose opinion was to them on the 

whole an incentive and a reward? What would be even the 

defection of one party of the opposition, be it Liberal, be it 

Catholic, for the thousandth time sunk under by vain hopes, 

illusive promises, childish fears? What would be produced finally, 

if they were possible, the slackening, the discouragement, the 

hesitation, the torpor of all the national representation? Some 

days, some weeks, some months more of a delay, and after that a 

redoubling of the ardor and strength, which, instead of permitting 

what people were amused for a long time to call the seat of capitu

lation, would sweep it along on the bayonette of assault. 

For, is no one aware, that this is what has to draw our 

deputation out of the lethargy in which, for fifteen years, it had 

been immersed almost entirely? The accumulated governmental in

justices, offending presently the rights of the Catholics, soon those 

of the Liberals, always the fundamental law and the rights of 

every citizen; injustices backed up with a humiliating arrogance, 

with a revolting obstinacy, and which the journals pointed out, 

proclaimed, repeated until they had officially become the griev

ances of the nation; in a word, the general dissatisfaction. Now, 

and let us never lose sight of what the whole question is, has the 

dissatisfaction ceased? The former tranquility, the result, not of 

the irreproachability of the authority and the s.::1.tisfaction of the 
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governed, but of the apathy of those who could no longer revive, 

the irritation which has taken its place has it been calmed by 

the certitude that the affairs of the nation have finally assumed a 

national progress, that the people no longer have anything to long 

for? Have all the griefs been redressed? Have the journals of the 

opposition been reduced to silence by the impossibility of still 

finding some a buses to reform, some improvements to demand? Are 

the Liberal sheets losing their readers who, convinced that hence

forth everything is for the best under the best of govern men ts, 

wish now only to hear regarding this government some hymns of 

gratitude, some concerts of praise? You, yourself, my Lord, would 

not dare to assert it. 

Let us say then rather that the disgusting toadies, some 

flatterers of our so-called men of state and their acts · appear in 

the midst of us and disappear unobserved, and appear again only 

by means of the money that these men derive from our purses in 

order to pay their ignoble eulogists: let us say that, except for 

the bondage of the press, all the form~r a buses still exist, and 

that they are today as a year ago, as fifteen years ago, and 

more than fifteen years ago, exploited for the profit of greediness 

and of the tyrannous; let us say that the list of the griefs is 

still frightening, that the griefs themselves are real, demonstra

ted, incontestable and clearly enumerated; let us say that in the 

final analysis, the question is no longer that of knowing if we 

will be more or less free, free in such a manner rather than in 

some other, but indeed if we will be free or slaves, if we will be 

freely governed by the agents to which we have entrusted the 
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authority necessary for the conservation of public order, will they 

still reserve us the right of supervising them, of rebuking them, 

of rejecting them, or if we will be muzzled and penned up, in 

order to be today pedantically ruled by one, tomorrow paternally 

chastised by the other, al ways despotically held on the leash for 

the good plea sure of the master and the needs of his favorites. 

All this is understood, all this is profoundly felt by every

body, and the uni versa 1 exasperation of which it is the result, is 

the only real guarantee that we ought to hope for, the only good 

guarantee that we can have of the perserverance of the national 

opposition, of the future regeneration of Belgium. For, one should 

not be mistaken about this: if, since the limit of the sufferings of 

the people has 

opposition have 

clamors, it is 

been reached, 

found support 

now the nation 

the grievances of the parlimentary 

in the nation which repeats its 

itself which requests with great 

cries the fall of a system rendered unpopular, an odius monument 

to the ministry which has sown only injustice and humiliation, and 

which has only reaped hatred and contempt. 

It is therefore in vain, my Lord, that the power would still 

attempt in the future to spread the di vison, to organize discord, 

to flatter some vanities, to frighten the timid, to make promises to 

the ambitious, to put to sle~p the most credulous: the people are 

a wake, and' this suffices for their safety. They will arrive at 

their goal with or without the opposition of the chambers: they 

will arrive there by their own energy if not by that of their 

representatives; by the noble and firm attitude which they them

selves would know to take, if these agents do not show themselves 
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worthy of them. 

One can, my Lord, prolong the sleep of a people: you 

particularly, to whom nature has accorded the art so precious of 

diplomacy, of ancient politics, of caressing opinion, of appealing 

to one group, of flattering the other, of not sho"cking anyone with 

the repulsive appearance of absolutism in its scandalous nudity, 

you were able better than anyone to soothe us for several years 

more, telling us from one time to the next some of these stories 

that you know so well. But, once a nation awakens, one can never 

again lull it to sleep. The hour of dreams, now an agreeable one 

of prosperity, now of future liberty, sometimes as terrible as 

congregations extinguishing with one hand the torch of the sciences 

and with the other setting alight the woodpiles, has passed 

without return. It is for present happiness that people wish, and, 

for acquiring each in his own way, real liberty, by means of 

which every individual who obeys the laws lives, with regard for 

the rest, absolute master of his person, of his actions, of his 

opinions, of his interests, and arranges his own affairs as he 

intends, that is to say much better than if the government had 

done it' always and above all exclusively occupied with his own 

welfare. And the congregations, and the barbarity tnat they drag 

along behind them, and the inquisition which they keep all ready 

to purify us with, makes even the most credulous of us shrug our 

shoulders, even the children. With liberty, my Lord, one fears 

nothing from all this: one allows the monsters to approach, and, 

instead of the scoundrels which they appeared to be, one recog

nized them as wavering batons. In spite of the ministry, and even 
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with the help of the congregations, as long as they interfere, free 

competition will maintain by itself alone the sacred fire of the 

letters and sciences; the press will supervise and when it must, 

will harass the authority, and will force it to govern in the 

interest of all; the love of a country where each has his rights 

and exercises them, will give birth to some prodigies in the 

moment of peril, and finally one will have a true classical land 

of liberty, because it will belong to the citizens, of hospitality 

because it will be inhabited by men. 

Look at this idea, my Lord, and as you will acquire little 

by little the custom of believing yourself to be in a free country, 

where the government is made on behalf of the citizens, and not 

the bourgeois on behalf of their lords; where the law must be the 

expression of eternal justice, in harmony with the rights, the 

needs and the will of each person; where the agents of authority 

are only the employees of the nation, managing the affairs of the 

nation, in the interest of the nation alone, and account.::ible for 

their acts before the nation; where each citizen owes nothing to 

anyone if he respects the rights of others, free besides to think, 

to speak, to write~ to dogmatize, to teach as he judges suitable, 

about its risks and perils: if, I say, my Lord, that you will 

acquire this habit, you will be able to play in your emancipated 

country an altogether different role than that which, until now, 

you would have lowered yourself to undertaking. 

What if, on the contrary, it is the vessel of the arbitrary 

whose bitterness you merely want to disguise by rubbing its edges 

with honey; if it is the Van Maanen system which you seek to 
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replaster, to revarnish, to beautify; if these are the petty methods 

that you continue to employ, the petty measures you assume, the 

petty intrigues you command, the petty finesses you make triumph, 

believe me, my Lord, you will not be long in perceiving that the 

theater of your operations has entirely changed face, and that 

what once earned you the applause of the principal boxes, will 

now draw to you the hisses of the ruthless but just pit, which has 
r 

recovered possession of its right to judge the actors without 

appeal. The ruses with which you would wish to serve yourself 

would be discovered, and, consequently, outwitted as soon as they 

were put into effect: you would no longer deceive anyone, or at 

least you would not deceive them for long, and anyone who would 

have been your dupe, would become the most heated of your 

enemies: the men who you would have thought gained for the 

government, would no longer be, because of what you would have 

lost in good wil 1, for in the literal sense hurt by the government 

and by you; you would have only deputized in the ranks of the 

opposition some others indeed more vigorous than they, who would 

only surrender the hiatus to some combatants even more violent; 

because, won over by the ministry, these turn-coats would be lost 

forever in the eyes of the people, and I suppose that it is useless 

to prove to you any further that the people are everything, and~ 

without them, the government, you, the national representation 

even, are nothing: the chamber room which you would flatter 

yourself as having overcome, or corrupted, or misled, or muffled, 

would be without strength, not only to serve you, but even to 

prevent the nation from compelling you to retreat: the insuffic..ient 
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concessions which you would offer, only reveal your weakness in 

the eyes of a people who henceforth,· in the interest of their 

dignity, will wish the frank and total acknowledgement of all 

their rights, and, in the interest of justice, without which there 

is no possible freedom, will demand that this acknowledgement take 

place for the profit of all and for all equally, without restriction 

or distinction: the union that you would have believed dissolved 

by causing something to be exaggerated by one party or the other, 

would be restored with all its ministerial hatred: this union no 

longer depends on some blunders which would make such a Catholic 

impassioned, such a philosopher intolerant; it has taken root in 

the spirit of everybody, and everybody, you know, my Lord, has 

more reason, more good sense and even more mind than you; it is 

founded today on rights well recognized and common needs, which 

it is not given to the ministers to destroy, and which once a ware 

of, people would never again know how to forget. 

Behold, my Lord, my completed task, and, if you like your 

post, your reputation, if you like yourself, your way is marked 

out. The foundation of the era of liberty and justice in Belgium is 

now sure, or, to speak in the language of the bureau, is 

inevitable: let us never forget it. The opposition to the former 

conduct of the government is henceforth invincible, whoever' s 

hands it falls into, whoever are its spokesmen, in spite of all the 

obstacles with which people are able to oppose them; because 

behind them will be constantly found the profound, ineffaceable 

sentiment of the rights of the violated nation, and the general 

discontent. This discontent, my Lord, and the wholesome defiance 
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active vigilance which is 

and the energy, and the 

and the steadfastness, and 

the courage, no longer of a few boasters, but of all, understand, 

my Lord, of all, guarantees us a better future, better than your 

sugary promises, than your deceitful protests, than your popular 

figures; guarantees us in one word what is the object of all our 

wishes, what will be henceforth the goal of all our sacrifices, of 

all our efforts, liberty. 

Eleutheropolis, 15 Novembre. 


