
650ROUUD

accopted as a ban to legal marriage. But
if that wvere sQ, a fortiori, the mnarriage
withi a deceased wife's sister wotuld hold
gfood, siîîce unidor the law of heredity
ivhat wvas law'ful and expedient miarria-e
witi <one ncnber of a fanîiily would be
so Nvith anoilher. Perliaps, Mr. Editor,
sonie of the guoests of the 'Round Table'
would, discuss this inatter.

M.

DIDEROT A BENEFACTOR TO
iMAN [ND.

'pHE Roulnd Table' of .this Review'T is ineant to carry ontt wlhat Mvr.
Parkin, iii an article ini tho iresent
number, shownl to us8 by the editor,
so justly desiderates, the free coin-
nunjeation of what thoughit niay occur
to us iii our studies. As Mr. Parkin
hias drawn attention to the p')sitioni of
Diderot iii literary history, it nîay be
worthi while to remnind readers of a fewv
facts in the biographly of that rcmiark-
ablo iaii, a noew edition (if whose wvorks
is niow :ittractiii( aitention, just a cen-
tury after his death, and concorning
whonîi the initeresting article to whticti
Mr. Parkin lias referred, appeared in
the Xinetecfli hCent u *y.

Diderot was a Parisia'i Oliver Gold-
smnith. Ho hiad soxnewh:tt the samo mis-
advontures in early 1.*fe, received, like
GoldIsnîithi, a good eduication, like hini,
vexed and disappointed his friends by
turning away again and again froin ro-
specctabili t.y and respectable calI ings, and
linally, anid for the rest, of bis da-ys as a
literary Bohieniian, being, so mi-chi %orse
off tlîan Goldsmnith, inasnîuch as the
Parisiani Grub Street was under the ban
of thc Clmircl, and of the Police as well
as of Society. The tone of society at
this tiiue was deplorably lax, and Did-
erot was no botter tixan his neighibours3
but one fails to sce why ïNr. Parkini
slîould niake that an argument against
his philosophical opinions, as hie does
when lio talk-s of ' tle impotence of lofty
intellect to lift a man above the influence
of the vilest passions V' Why, MjNr. Par-
kixI, what do you make of the ' vilest
passions' of the Cardinal de Rohan or
the Abbé Perigard i Do they disprove
or discredit Christianity ? Is it not no-
toos tixat the French Church in Paris
wýas at that tîme steeped in the worst
profligacy ? Argue against M aterialisma
if you wvill, but do not argue against it
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on account of Diderot's amours, fcor that
arguintunt cuts both. ways, and the aver-
age (Jhristiain of Diderot's tinie ivas, we
fear, not inuchi botter thian hoe.

And it iiy be truly said thiat the evil
that Diderot did %vas interre(l with his
bonus, while the good lives after hin), in
the social and political fruits of Ibis En-
cyc]op.udia. In this, the great engine
for overturxxing the Feuffil oppression
of Fr.ince, there is no irreligioni, no athe-
ism, onjly passionate pleadiixg for equial
righits of man withi mîan ; for the poor,
for the oppressed ; for the doctrine thon
su abhorrent to mn in power, iiow so
genor.illy accoptcd that it seems trite;
the doctrine that the cunîmon people
oiwght to have a voice iii govornument, and
bo the main objeet of goenerlcare.
At this great wvork Diderot labouired
i nccssau tly, over rnany years, su fforing,
constant persecution. But the Ency-
cloîa-dia sproad its influence far and
wido. AIl classes read it. Lt took the
place of a nmodern liberal nowspaper of
the highost class ini a day %vhon.i in our
sonso of ilhe word, there 'vas no news-
î)aper. Joined ivith other kiindred forces,
it mnade possible the Great Rovoluition
whose thunders shouk so xnany strong-
hol<ls of cvil, wlhen lighitings cleared
the air of so inuch that was noxions.
This debt of gratitude modemr society
owes to Diderot.

Liko Goldsnuith, Diderot had a ready,
facile and clear stvle. Hoe is rather a
brilliaut and forciblo wrîter of pohitical
pamphlets and leading articles, than a
deep)-thjinlzg philosopher. As Rosen-
k-rantz, the li egelian, said of hixu ' Did-
erot is a philosopher in whom. «Il flie
contradictions of the time struggle ivith
one another.' His inid is the echo of a
chaos. His opinions did indeed incline
to the crude and rou-gh-shod Materialisni
of D'Holbach, but of argument orlogyico"
systemi lie built xup nothing, and contri-
buted to (hoe literature of Matorialisin
onlya few pages of declamatorycloquence.

Mr. Parkin imagines that ho is se-
riouisly roasoniing, with Ma-terialists 'when
lie ask-s-' Whctt i.s the Great Prodzicer ?
Is it not the 7mmid?' As if any so-called
Matemialist froni Epiciirus on would deny
the superiority of the phienoinenon ichich
ice eall mental. Let us reason agyainst
Materialisni, by ail nicans, but !et us not
suppose that Materialists are se childish
as to considor mental resuits to be of less
value than those whicli are more ob-
viously w'hat we call material.


