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22 LIBIDO DOMINANDI

Confessions, aprohibilion wliich caused him to rage at his wife, the person
whoarranged for thedelivery of his food andhis books!

Sade, however, did get to read all of Voltaire's novellas, which lie grew
to know by heart, as well as contempor^ novels like Laclos's Les Liaisons
dangereuese and philosophy texts like Baron d'Holbach's System de lana-
turey which was all but ubiquitous in the libraries of revolutionaries of the
first sexual revolution from Weishaupt to Shelley. In addition to the usu
Enlightenment texts, the Marquis deSade also read the travel narratives
the time: Abbe de la Forte's Le Voyageur frangais. Cook's Voyages, and
Diderot's Voyages de Bougainville. The latter book was part oftlie tradition '
ofcultural relativism which Margaret Mead would make famous in tlie twen- ^
Ueth century wiUi the 1927 publication ofComing ofAge in .ya/;wfl.Commori,^
to these travel books was the not-so-veiled attempt to relativize morals geo-'"'
graphically. Eventually the cultural relativism that was either the intention of
the travel narratives or their effect in the minds of those already depraved and
looking for a rationalization would find tlieir way into works like Justine.
"Virtue," Rodin tells one ofhis young victims in amoment ofdetumescence,
"is not some kind ofmode whose value is incontestable, itis simply ascheme
ofconduct, away ofgetting along, which varies according to accidents ofge
ography and climate and which, consequently, has no reality, the which
alone exhibits its futility there is not upon the entire globe, two races
which are virtuous in the same manner; hence, virtue is not in any sense real,
norin any wise intrinsically good and in nosort deserves ourreverence!"''

Sade s appropriation of the travel narratives for sexual purposes in
Justine illuminates both the topography ofsexual liberation and all ofSade's
ouevre asitsfirst instantiation. It also allows ustogive a tentative definition
ofsexual liberation, based on the historical circumstances of its progenitor-
its inventor, so to speak. Sexual liberation is aconflation ofEnlightenment
thoiighUjsJicluiJo say, rationalizaaon based on "science." and masturha-
tioiQ^asturbationjVas Ui'e logical outcome ofSade's incarceration. Aman^
wHiose sexual activity was out ofcontrol when suddenly cut off from Uie ob
jects ofsexual pleasure will resort to the solitary vice. But there is more to
Sade's attachment tomasturbation than that, justasthere isamore than coin-
cidental connection between sexual liberation and masturbation. Sade's sex-
ual activity had been essentially masturbatory from its inception. "All
creatures are bom isolated and with no need of one another," he wrote in
Juliette. In asexual world like this, where each sexual partner is simply an
aid to orgasni, asexual device, and an instrument for pleasure, masturbation
is the theoretical essence ofall s^ualactivity. That theory became practice
when the Marquis deSade was incarcerated in 1777. In the absence of the
whores he would hire to stimulate his sexual fantasies, he was forced to cre
ateimaginary figures who would serve thesame endasmasturbation became
his actual rather thanjust theoretical sexual outlet.

(

Part 1, Chapter 2: Paris, 1787 23

That combination ofEnlightenment thought and masturbation would not
only become die dialectic ofSade's life inprison, where hewould read and
masturbate and then readand masturbate some more. It would alsobecome
thestructure ofhisfiction, and asa result ofthat itwould also become the de-
fming dialectic of sexual liberation. SwwwWiberation-'Would 'feeGome' En-
^^6iuDen(;4;atiQnaliKati(i>n4n'the'ServiGe^of-masliiFbationand implemented
iiaoJater-culturalxxpressions of'sexuaMiberationaikeP^feoy magazine,where tlie photos served as masturbatory aids and Playboy pliilosophv fh
served as rationali?;3finn nf thathfthavigr When thetexts which enabled this

•behavior became widespread enough, pornography would become an instni-
ment ofpolitical dominaUon as well asaninstrument forfinancial gain.

Sade s characters spout Enlightenment cliches on morals and physiol
ogy as the rationalization ofthe sexual crimes tliey have just committed and
areabout tocommit as. soon asthey can talk themselves back into anerection
apin. Sade's writing, likd inost pornography, is an aid to masturbation, both
his own and that ofthe reader. In creating texts like Justine, Sade set the pat
tern for all subsequent versions of sexual liberation and sexual revolution.
Science, which is to say the world understood according the philosophes'
reading of Newton, makes morals and religion unnecessary. Taken in the
context of Sade'swriUngs, which is the correct context, Newtonian science
becomes ajustification for sexual pleasure, in fact, its only real attracdon.
"When thestudy of anatomy reaches perfection," Clennont tells therese af
ter debauching her in Justine,

they will without any Urouble be able to demonstrate the relationship ofthe
human constitution to the taste which it affects. Ah, you pedants, hang
men, turnkeys, lawmakers, you shavepate rabble, what do you do when
we have arrived there? What isto become ofyour laws, your ethics, your
religion, your gallows, your Gods and your Heavens and your Hell when it
shall beproven that such a flow ofliquids, this variety offibers, that de
gree of pungency in the blood or in the animal spirits arcsufficient to
make aman the object ofyour givings and your takings away.^

Morality, inother words, is really nothing more than fluid dynamics. Sade
felt this would undoubtedly be proven true by some future breakthrough in
materialistphysiology. In the meantime,his readers can act as if the discov
ery were a foregone conclusion. Such was the hope of the Marquis deSade,
and it continued to be the hope of those who espouse the Enlightenment's
project inthe present. Taken inits context, however, tlie passage betrays the
attraction Newtonian physics held for the devotee of the Enlightenment.
Newtonian physics made morals unnecessary because it reduced the com
plexity of life,andallof its moral considerations, tosomecalculus ofmatter
in motion. Whatused to be behavior that led to heaven or hellhad beenre
duced by the Enlightenment mto a few simple calculations involving fluid

context of bothhis fiction and the lifelie led while writing
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it, the Enlightenment became for the Marquis de Sade an aid to masturbation,
and toa great extent asa result ofhis texts, Uiat is what it would remain for
generations ofsexual liberationists tocome. By th6 time theInternet arrived
as the primary delivery vcliicle for pornography two hundred years later,
ma^^yjjiation wasstill thekeyin nndcr^i^^ding sexiiilTiheratinn hprangp as
with Sade, the libertine invariably sees his sex partners as instruments, some- .
tiling which makes even sexual activity with other people essentially masturr^HV
batory. Perhaps Uiis is why Sallie Tisdale in her book Talk Dirty to Me is sb^^S^
insistent on making masturbation synonymous with sex. For her, infact, all
sexisessentially masturbatory. "Inthis sense," shewrites, "allsex ismastur-C -*
bation - the otlier person's body is anobject by which we have intense butir
wholly internal pleasure, andourorgasm is a self-created andunshared um^^
verse This may bethebestexplanation forwhy theorgasms ofmasturba '̂̂
lion can bemore powerful and feel more physically whole than those shared.
They are simply safer."

The jpsation of liberated sex is intensified byits abhorrence of procre-
^Uojl-I'A pretty girl," Madame Sainte-Ange tells Eugenie in Philosophy in
the Bedroom, "ought simply to concern herself with fucking, and never with
engendering. No need totouch atgreater length onwhat pertains tothe dull
business ofpopulation. from now on we shall address ourselves principally,
nayC^ifique^o those libertine lecheries whose spirit no wise reprndnr-
tive."^Hereas elsewhere, Sade takes the lead by essentially staking out,all of
tR^ailable ground. His contempt for female genitalia is legendary,-some
thing which also explains liis choice ofsodomy as his preferred form ofsex-

Ay ual activity. But Sexual preference indicates otlier truths as well. Sade's
misogyny may well be a disguised hatred of the mother whom he felt had
abandoned him as a child, oritmay have resulted from his undisguised ha
tred of the mother-in-law who had him imprisoned for thirteen years ofhis
life, but it also bespoke hatred ofnature, female nature especially because it
was the vehicle for new life, which was, initsway, testimony tothe author of
life. When he wasn't confined to his cell and limited to masturbation as his
only form of sexual expression, Sade invariably tended to engage in both
S9dQpiy and sexual blasphemy, typically involving the desecration nf mm-
mUnion hosts. Inboth acts we see defiance ofnature, which is to say, defi-
ance of the connection between love and life as ordained by the Creator.
Sade's frequent use of the term "Nature" in his pornography isequivocal,
and use ofthe term amounts towhat Nietzsche, anavid reader ofSade, would
call the transvaluation ofvalues. Nature in its traditional sense meaning pur
poseis replaced byNaturein its Enlightenment sensewhichmeanswhatever
is, which is to say theabsence of purpose. Nature in the latter sense com
mands all activity, and since tliis isso, there isno such thing as free will, and
asa result terms like good and evil are chimeras ofa bygone age.

As a result, sexual liberation, becomes bv its verv nature a form ofclomi-

v>'
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nation whereby the strong get to do what they want wiUi Uie weak. Since
strong issynonymous with male and weak with female inSade's antliropol-
ogy, "liberation" means themale domination ofwomen. Sexual liberation is,
therefore, always a form ofcontrol, according towhich theidea of nature as
rational purpose, implying good and evil as expressions ofpractical reason,
is replaced by the idea of nature as brute force. This also means that any
pancultural implementation of sexual liberation will call forth a feminist re-
action, as women who are imbued wiUi iett-wmg tantasies first succumb to
unwitting domination and then react with inchoate rage when the oudines of

•their bondage to "liberation" begins to become clear to them.
Sexual liberation, as theforegoing 200-year trajectory indicates, always

tends to masturbation byway of rationalization, and in this respect the En-
Ughtenment was tile crucial enabling device for sexual revolution, every bit
as much as it was theenabling device for thepolitical revolution in France.
Sade played a cruc^l in both events. Aldous Huxley, who was no
stranger to explaining how sexual freedom could beexploited for political
ends, traces die tendency back to the Marquis de Sade and his use ofEnlight
enment "philosophy." InJustine, the explication of the true physical nature
ofmorals, asd'Holbach predicted, makes them nonfunctional, hence allow
ing "liberation" from moral constraint. Inreality though, theattraction ofEn
lightenment physiology lay not so much in its truth as in its satisfaction of
desire. Sade's fiction makes clear that materialism of tlie sort promoted by
Baron d'HoIbachand de la Mettrieis just another aid to masturbation.

"Thereal reason why theMarquis could seenomeaning or value in the
worid," Huxley writes inEnds andMeans, "istobefound intliose descrip
tions of fornications, sodomies and tortures which alternate with the
philosophizings ofJustine and Juliette.... His philosopMcal disgni^sifinns,

asylums, were thetheoretical justification of his erniir, pfprtirpg
Unlike Huxley, Francine du Plessix Gray accepts Sade's masturbatory

fantasies at face value by claiming that science, as expounded in de la
Mettrie's tract Man a Machine, undermined morals coincidentally byreveal
ing the truth about man. For Gray, who accepts the Enlightenment at face
value aswell, reason dictates behavior, which is tosay that Sade first appre
hended the truth ofwhat delaMettrie had tosayand then put it into practice
after herealized, like d'Holbach, the true nature ofmorals asphysically de
rived:

Sadehad alsoseizedon theworkof tliephilosopher La MetUie, author of
L'Homme Machine, published in 1748.La Mettrie's views were, in es
sence, simple and exercised considerable influence on the characters of
Sade's fidtion," if not directly on their creator. Man, according to La
Mettrie, must bedefined exclusively byscientific observation and experi-
mf»Tit TTi»* ronr1n«!tot» nf iliic mfthoH ran nnlv hf> thot n Immnn rrpaturp i«» n
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machine, asdependent onmotion asthe macliinery and instruments ofthe
new scientific ageof the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries had proved
to be.

After defending both his inasturbatory fantasies and Uie appropriation of
the Enlightenment as masturbatory aid wliich they entailed, Gray is then
forced to defend Sade's treatment of women, turning him into a twenti
eth-century liberal by claiming that he would not allowthismaterialist
losophy to be used as an excuse to mistreat people. "In short," she wri1^;'!^ir»^^
"the materialist, convinced, in spite of the protests ofhis vanity, that he is but' ^
a machine or an animal, willnotmaltreat his kind, forhe willknow too.w^•
the nature oftliose actions, whose humanity isalways in proportion to the de- ' j
gree ofthe analogy proved above."'" One wonders just what edition ofsSe
Grayhad beenreading. InJustine Sade takesde la Mettrie's idea of manls a *
machine to its logical sexual conclusion when he writes that"women, who
are nothing but machines designed for voluptuousness, who ought to be
nothing but tlie targets oi lust, are untrustworthy autftonties whenever one
1lHs^t-to-construcl an aulhenlic doctrine upon this kind ofpleasure.""

This and other passages indicate tliat sexual liberation is a system in
which behavior dictates reason, and once reason is no longer the light ac-
cording to which man acts, force takes its place, and force - pace MsfGray
and other I'eminists - means the sexual exploitation of women. As Sade
makes perfectly clear, the inner logic of sexual liberation is always might
makes right. Thetrutli is theopimon ot tiie powerful, i'hegoodis thei desires
ofthe powerful. Sexual lil)erauon^s"theretWe^ ofits essence aform ofcon
trol. In its nascent and crudest form, it is male control of women. Since
women according to thisviewareessentiallv appliances whoget rteutereSnb
prevent unwanted offspring fromdiminishing sexualpleasure, sexuallibera-
tion isalso essentiallv masturbatory. In this regard, subsequent generations
of sexual liberationists are like moths returning to tlie same flame, namely,
the senunal texts of the Marquis deSade. They are inationally attracted to
these texts, but they dare not get too close tothem lest their attraction be de
stroyed by the burning logic of domination which lies at their heart.

"The philosopher," Sade writes using thecontemporary term fortheEn
lightenment thinker, "sates hisappetites without inquiring toknow what his
enjoyments may cost others, and without remorse."'̂ In that One phrase,
Sade gives us tlieessential definition of sexualliberation. It is the satingof
passion without remorse accordmg xo me materialist pliilosophv which the
plxilosophes derived fromNewtonian physics. By transforming menintoma
chines, dela Mettrie andSadeimmediately transform all sexintomasturba
tion, and once that transformation occurs, it is only a matter of time before
some social engineer begins tofigure outa way toputthat newly "liberated"
sexual energy to someextrinsic financial andpolitical use.The minute after
man gets liberated, he gets controlled. ' —

(
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Gray attempts todomesticate Sade - implicit in the title of herbook >4/
Home with the Marquis deSade - but fails todojustice tothe word "sadism"
which derives from Sade's willingness to inflict pain and cruelty on his vic
tims. Gray also fails to understand the essentially maslurbatory nature of
Sade'swritings. Materialism is notattractive because it is true, it is true be
cause itisattractive. Its appeal isessentially erotic. Huxley, intliis regard, is
a more sensitive critic than Gray because he is willing to admit just how
readily reason succumbs to desire and the role that Enlightenment thought
played in this reversal:

Thephilosopher who finds nomeaning in theworld is notconcerned ex
clusively with a problem in pure metaphysics. Heis also concerned to
prove thatthere is no valid reason why he personally should notdoashe
wants todo,orwhy hisfriends should notseize political power and gov
ernin thewaythattheyfindmostadvantageous to themselves. Thevolun-
tary, as opposed to the intellectual, reasons for holding the doctrineTof
materialism, for example, may be predomlnantfy erode, as they were in
the case otLamettrie (see his lyrical account ofthepIeaSiires ofthe bed in

~Im Volupte and aTthe end ofL'HommeMachine), or predominantly politi-
cal as they were in^e case ofKarl Marx.'̂

Taken on the literal level, texts like Justine celebrate characters like
Dolmance and Rodin, who have liberated themselves from religion and mor-
ds and, as a result, engage in any and all sexual activity free from guilt. The
libertine is the truly moral man, for, as Baron d'HoIbach said, 'The moral
man, ishe who acts by physical causes, with which our prejudices preclude
us from becoming acquainted."'"* Taken in context, however, the point of
these effusions ismasturbation. Thisbrings us thento theduality at theheart
of the sexualliberationist project, a duality which revolves around the issue
of freedom andjla^. The exoteric text of the Enlighleiraent and sexual
Hberation i^jiHeraUo^its esoteric text, however, ia:^ntroi^hat appears on
the surface tobebrave Prometheans liberating themselves from thechains of
superstition turns out on closer examination to be a masturbatory fantasy,
which sooner or laterwas going to be exploited as a form of control. The
Marquis deSade pioneered both possibilities; hewas simultaneously thrall
and manipulator; heproposed sexual liberation as a way ofexerting hege
mony over the femalesex in the interestof sexualpleasure. In thissense,the
sexual liberator was also the controller. But heproposed this revolution by
writingmaslurbatoryfantasies, and in this sense the sexual liberatorwas be-
ing;opened to external control himself, by the exploitation ofhis own pas
sions to be sure, but also by anyone who knew how to manipulate those
passions. Byproposing sexual liberation as theoverthrow of the moral law,
then, tlie Marquis deSadesimultaneously opened upnew vistas fordominar
lion for anyone who could manipulate passion. It was a discovery which
would have far-reaching consequences. Those who attempted to follow in

,1... 1 1
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^ wife Mary Godwin, soon found that horror, more than pleasure, was the re-
ward for those who sought to become masters of lile and the life-force. Sade

, would learn too. Jde was both a masturbator anda pomographer who would
become aware during the course ofthe French Revolution ofthe pohtical im
plications of his work.

On the morning of July 2, 1789, Donatien Alphonse Frangois de Sade
flew into arage when he was told that he would not be permitted to take Kifei;
accustomed walk on the battlements of the Bastille that day. Sade had '̂'̂
learned from his wife Uiat thedisorders in Paris had increased dramatically '
of lafeand gettingconfinedto hiscell was independentconfirmation of what^ •
she had told him.Commandantede Launay, who consideredSade an incorri«-f
gible criminal and apolitical revolutionary, could not afford having someon?

. jb£ Shade's, temperament coming in contact with the dangerously volatile
crowds. In addition to that consideration, de Launay needed the battlements
for tlieir original purpose, namely, armament. The battlements were now oc
cupied by canons and barrels of black powder.The Bastille, which had been
builtas a fortress and tlien converted intoa prison, was in the process of re
verting to its original purpose, now to defend not the city but the few remain
ing inmates- criminals, tlieinsane, and thecriminallyinsane- from themob
which threatened to liberate them.

Sade wasin no mood to postpone his walkand so, confined to his cell, he
did what he considered the next best thing. He took a white metal funnel nor
mallyused to convey the contentsof his chamberpot into the Bastillemoat
and placing it to his lips began to'harangue the crowd outside atthe top ofliis
lungs, claiming that the prisoner's throats were being cut by the murderous
warden and jailers and demanding the crowd's help.

Twelvedayslater themobresponded tohis call,but theMarquis wasnot
there to welcome them. At one in the morning in the night after his funnel
outburst,Sade had been dragged out of bed by six armed guards and taken to
the insane asylum at Charenton, where he would later achieve fame of sorts
asadirectorofplays. Whattliemobfound insteadon theafternoon ofJuly 14
when it burst into Liberty number six, his cell, was a comfortably furnished
apartment with a libraryof 600 books, as well as prints and obscenetapes
tries, as well as the entire Sadean oeuvre to date, all of whichgot pillaged,
which is to say either destroyed or stolen by the mob which he had hoped
would liberate him. The fate of Commandant de Launay was less fortunate
still. He along with Major de Losme-Salbray and his assistantMiray were
dragged out of the Bastille onto the Place de Greve and murdered. A Idtchen
boy by the nameof Desnot then cut off de Launay's head with a pocket knife
and, stickingit on the head of a pike, a carried it through the streets of Paris as
the totem of tlie city's newfound liberty. It was in that respect an omen of
some significance. The head severed from the body, symbolizing the

LIBIDO DOMINANDI
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disjunction between reason and the passions, would become the symbol of
the revolution. Either thator theinstrument of that disjunction, tlie guillotine.

Forthenexteightmonths, Sadewould spend his timein thecompany of
"madmen, imbeciles, debauchees andspendthrifts" in"a dark building, bur
ied in dirt up to its roof." If this wereliberty it wasmuch moreausterethan
the imprisonment hehad endured inhis bycomparison luxurious apartment
at theBastille. "You will find," he wrote describing his cell in Charenton,
"four bare, damp walls covered with insects, with a bed nailed to one wall, a
haven forfleas andspiders thathave laid undisturbed forahundred years."

Sade's stay at the madhouse in Charenton was a prelude to being re
leased into a worldthatwas about to go mador it wasan interlude between
the private madness^of the masturbatory fantasies of his writings and the
public madness those writings would at least in part inspire in the public
realm. "Without themade:^travagance represented bythename, thelifeand
the truth of Sade,") wrote'Maurice Blanchot, "the Revolution would have
been deprived of a part of its Reason."'® Or unreason: Whatever the case,
Sade walked outof Charenton on Good Friday, which fell in theyear 1790
onApril 2. Hiswife, who hadserved him faithfully during hisstayinprison,
now refused to take him in. There were no half-way houses in Paris at the
time, and so Sade was free to wander the streets with three mattresses, a
blackcoat and one gold louis in his pocket.

Althoughhe still owned the Sade family's ancestral lands in the south of
France andthearistocratic titlethat went with them, Sade saw hisnewly ac
quired freedom as the chance to embark upon a new career, one more in
keeping with therevolutionary age, namely, man of letters. Sade managed to
salvage a few manuscripts from the sacking of the Bastille, and a little over
one year after his release from Charenton in June 1791 the most marketable -
because it was the most pornographic - was about to be published. Tliat
manuscript was Justine . The publisher, Sade wrote to Reinaud, asked for
something "quitespicy," andSadeobligingly responded byreturning a book
"capable of corrupting the devil."'̂ Freedom in 1791 meant "La Foutro-
manie," which could be translated freely as the freedom to fuck. Given the
fact thatpassions drovetherevolution, it wasnot surprising thatthe first
pression of freedom the revolutionaries chose to exerriQP. wag frpprlntnJVntn
^xual resent. Nor was it surprising that the sexual passion freed from all
restraint would quickly degenerate into passion of another bloodier sort.
Sade, after all,hadsketched outthetrajectory inhisnow missing manuscript
The 120 Days ofSodom.

Butthatwasa lessontheFrenchnation would havetoleant thehardway
in the expensive school of experience, as their idol Ben Franklin had once
said. In themeantime, theydevoted themselves togratifying theirnewly lib
erated passions, and Sade looked forward to a best seller and the emolument
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which would accrue therefrom. It seemed like a sure thing because of the
Zeitgeist Pornography, as Lever noted, was a la mode:

Averitable wave oflicentious fiction had swept across France, mingling
titillating visions with the imprecations of revolutionary orators and the
Caira!ofpatriots. Theerotic vein, though apparently socontrary tocivic
virtue, met with unheard of favor. Sex never sold so well. People went
wild forlascivious scenes and lubricious bodies. It was unpossible tofind
debauches outrageous enough, lovemaking furious enough, or perver-"-^/'f

_ sions newenough to slake thepublic'slusty appetite. Theerotic andthe
political had never meshed so tightly.'® J

. -.x ^ •' ^

Perhaps no novel sincehas contributed to the politicization of sexand
^7 the sexu^zation ofpolitics. Justine became ineffect the hieratic text for^- '

ual liberatiohists throughout the nineteenth century. Byron owned acopy^ras . -
didSwinburne. In the 1920s he became the"Divine Marquis" to tlie French
surrealists, who saw him as the vehicle torevolution. Perhaps because many
found the book as appallingas appealing, some felt that interest in it would
die out. They were wrong. In 1800 the editor of the Tribunal d'AppoUon
urged the police to seize and destroy the book. "You think that tlie work is
not selling. You are in error."^^

OnJune 20, 1791, at around thesame time tliat Justine was arriving in
the bookstalls, King Louis XVI fled from Paris, where he had been interreda
yearbefore after a mob of30,000 women marched himandhis family from
Versailles with the heads of his guards on pikes. The king hopqidito reach
German-speaking lands with his family, where with thehelp of hisbrother-
in-law, theemperor of Austria, he would return at thehead of an avenging
army.He got as far as tlietownof Varennes,wherea governmentofficialfell
on his knees after recognizing the king, betraying him to his revolutionary
enemies in this unwitting actofhomage. Fourdays latertheroyal family was
brought backto Paris under armed escort. When tlie entourage reached the
Place dela Revolution, a man burst from the crowd, leaped onto the king's
carriage and tosseda letter onto Iiislap. The man who both wrote and deliv
ered theletter wastheMarquis de Sade, andtheletter which was soon pub
lished under the title "Address of a Citizen of Paris to the King of the
French," marked Sade's entry into thefield of politics andpolitical propa
ganda. ^

"If you wish to reign," Sade informed the doubtlessly grateful Louis
XVI,"let it beovera freenation,.It is thenationthatinstallsyou, thatnames
you its leader.It is the nation thatplaces youon its throne,and not the Godof
the universe, aspeople used to have the weakness to believe."""

It was one more rantabout atheism, apredilection thatwould eventually
get him in trouble when Robespierre decided that the French needed a Su
premeBeingto keep themin line, one compatible,of course, with his revolu
tionary program. Butallthatwas inthefuture. Forthemoment, Sadeeagerly

(
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traded inhisfirstlove, pornography, anddevoted himself towriting political
tracts. In his privatecorrespondence, Sade would range from callingLouis
XVIhis belovedking to proclaiming the mostrepublican of sentiments de
pending on how the political windswereblowing at the time. Often letters
were written to be read by censors, who freely opened the mail of citizens
suspected of disloyalty or were left lying around the house for the police
when they came tosearch hislodgings forevidence ofantirevolutionary sen
timent. Sade was hardly adverse totheidea ofrevolution. "After dishonoring
himself inso many crimes," wrote Michaud, "Sade could hardly fail tosup
port a revolution that in some sense consecrated the principles of those
crimes." To say though thatSade had a consistent political point of view
during thedaysof theRevolution would beanexaggeration. It would alsobe
anexaggeration to say thathe renounced his sympathy toward hisownclass,
even if hediddrop thepditicle andadopt tlie ostentatiously republican name
of Citizen Loui% Sade;'When on June 19, 1792, Condorcet ordered that all
genealogicaldocumetitsheld in publicarchiveswer&to be burned,Sade was
appalled. Yet not appalledenough toceasecallinghimsfelf CitizenSadeor to
abandon whatonewouldhave tocallhis political opportunism. "Asa manof
letters," he wrote, "I find myself obliged towork onedayforoneparty, one
day foranother, andthis establishes certain mobility of opinion thatis now
without influence on my private tlioughts."^^

Sade took up his residence in the Section de la Place Vendome and
quickly becameactive in the sectionnieetings, whichfunctioned as revolu
tionary committees whose decisions hadtheforce of lawnotonlyinParis but
throughout France. Gradually, over tlie summer of 1792 the sans culottes
and other enrage operatiyes took over the meetings at what had once been
the Church of the Capuchins and began agitating for more and more radical
measures against the monarchy and the nowcaptive king. Before long that
agitation would haveits effectin whatwould become known as theSeptem
ber massacres of 1792. For the next six weeks, "Citizen Sade" would write to
Ripert, hisdeputy, ordering himtospirit offhisestate books toasafe place so
thathe could safelyprove his aristocratic lineageand his claims, on this es
tates.

In the meantime, while Sade was simultaneouslypandering to tlie mob
in Paris and making sure liis aristocratic titles were safe, the events of the
Revolutionhad taken on a life of their own. On August 10,1792, at three in
the morning, the insurrectional Commune met at the city hall and then
m^ched tothe place du Carousel directly infront ofthe Tuileries, where the
king was being held but guarded by a force of 4,000 men, mainly Swiss
guards. The mob which had linked up at six in the morning with delegates
from the Left Bank sectionswas intimidated by the force guarding the king
and so decided to wait for reinforcements as word spread throughout Paris
andthe revolutionary forcesbegan toconvergeon the palace.Eventually the
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mob swelled to 10,000, emboldened by tlie defection of many gendarmes,
who now marched with the mob witli their hats on their bayonets. Eventually
the mob burst through tlie gates ofthe palace and swarmed tothe grand stair
case where a confrontation ensued. When a shot was fired from a second
story window, the Swiss tookit as theirsignal and opened fire on the mob
leaving 300dead. Atfirstthemob retreated, thentheSwiss retreated; then, in
order to avoid further carnage, the King ordered tlie Swiss to lay down thei|̂ .
arms. What followed was even worse carnage as theenraged mob stripped '̂
thencastrated, then decapitated tliehelpless Swiss, then carried their heads-
through Paris on pikes.

Outrage seemed tofuel outrage in theaftermath of theAugust 10assaulU
on the Tuileries, when mobs roamed the street for the next month asrumpF
provoked reprisalon a massive scale.On August26 the Frenchforces were
defeated at Longwy; on September ^ Verdun fell andtheway toParis was
open toEnglish and counter-revolutionary forces, anevent which prompted
Danton to givehis famous speechcallingfor "I'audace, encore Vaudace, et
toujour I'audace" to rally the revolutionaryforces. The immediateeffect of
tlie speech was audacious enough. OnSunday September 2,wagons carrying
115 defenseless priests bound for deportation were diverted byanenraged
mob to the Abbaye and a Carmelite convent where their tliroats were slit.
Oneday later onSeptember 3at thesame Abbaye where thepriests hadbeen
murdered, the mob seized tlie Princess de Lamballe, slabbed her in the stom
ach, and then, after cutting offherbreasts anddecapitating her, they then car
riedherhead through thestreets'to theTemple where Marie Antoinette was
being field. There tliey displayed the princess's head, whose locks a hair
dresser curled afterit had been removed from her body, for the queen's in
spection,all the while chantingobsceneslogans.

Sade recounted the events of September 3 the next day in a letter to
Gaufridy, but he gives no indication that the sexual sadism of the outburst
might have some connection to hjs writings. "Allof therefractory priests,"
he wrote, "hadtheirtliroats cut in thechurches where they were being held,
among^them the archbishop of Aries, the most virtuous and respectable of
menr' If Sade was moved to pity by the massacre, the movement was
short-lived. "Thereis nothingequalto thehorrorof themassacres," he wrote
on a fold ofthe same letter, "but they were just." '̂* The last line may have

Vbe^ir written for the benefit of the censors, who could and did inspect Sade's
correspondence insearch ofcounter-revolutionary ideas, butthestriking fact
remains. Sade had sketched out the trajectory which the revolution was tak-
mg as it progressed from sexual "liberation" to sexual sadism to murder.

^Sg^al passion aasJhe fuel which fedJhe revolutionarv-blaze and now that
blaze would settherevolutionary house itselfonfireinanorgy ofbloodshed
that demanded a totalitarian imposition of order from without in order to
save the country from its own destructive passions.
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Part I, Chapter 3

London, 1790

On November 4,1789, theRev. Richard Price, thenoted dissenting divine,
gave a sermon on therevolution inFranceat themeeting house in OldJewry
totheSocietyfor Commemorating theRevolution [of 1688] in GreatBritain.
"We are met," Price said in a sermon that was republished asa tract inearly
1790, "to tliank God'for thatevent in this country towhich thename of The
Revolution has been givenj and for which, for more than a century, it has
been usual for the jOtiehds^of freedom, and more especially Protestant Dis
senters, to celebrate with expressions of joy and exultation."

The reaction to the sermonwas, as one mightexpect, various. Edmund
Burkeread the transcription of the talk in early 1790andwrotehis book/?e-
flections on the'Revolution in France in response, a document which ap
peared onNovember 1,1790,andwastobecome, according toRussell Kirk,
the founding document of conservative poUtical thought. Burke argued that
Unitarianism was lessa religion than it was a subversive political-party and
felt that it should besuppressed. As events inFrance proved Burke's predic
tions right, the idea of suppression eventually found fruition in the sedition
trialsof 1792, when Tom Paine fled England to be with his fellow revolu
tionaries in France.

Unlike Edmund Burke, William Godwin heard Dr. Price's sermon in
person. Godwin came from one of the many dis,senting families in East
Anglia, where he was ordained a ministerin 1778. Shortlyafter that,one of
Godwin's colleagues, the Rev. Joseph Fawcett gavehima strange and dis
concerting bookentitledLeSysteme de la Nature^ published inHolland toes
cape the censors but written by a Frenchman .by the name of Baron
d'Holbach. As it wouldwithso manyeighteenth century thinkers. The Sys
tem ofNature precipitated a crisis in Godwin's Calvinist faith which would
be aggravated by reading Rousseau and Helvdtius and would only reach a
resdlutionof sorts when he left the ministry in 1783and then left the Chris
tianfaith behindcompletely in 1787.Godwin alsoreadPriestley, but unlike
Priestley did not settle for the half-way house to atheism known as<!Qnitarian^^
Isni^odwin embraced total skepticism and, after another equally unsii^
cesstul stint as a teacher, embarked on a literary career which would last for
another fifty years.

In 1790 in the aftermath of Rev. Price's sermon, the world of Grub Street
political journalism was alive with fantasies surrounding the revolution in
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London, 1797 .A".
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On May 1, 1797, a little over a month after Mary Wollstonecraft married
William Godwin and roughly three months before she died, Edmund Burkb; ^
the man who was tlie occasion of her rise to literary fame, wrote a letter^o
Abbd Augustin Barruel. aFrench Emigre and priest, upon the publicatiorfbf li
the first volume of his Memoirs Illustrating the History ofJacobinisnti hi
tenns of its breadtli and scope, Barruers History ofJacobinism was the book
Mary probably hoped she would write; in terms of its politics, it was its an-
tithesis. If there were ever a rout in the battle for the pubUc mind, Bamiel's
History ofJacobinism accomplished it in the utter defeat ofrevolutionary ||
sympathies inEngland. Less tlian ten years after Rev. Price's sermon atOld ^
Jewry, the English radicals were drivenfrom tliefield in ignominiousdefeat,
and the name of Godwin, tlieir leader, became synonymous with both per
sonal vice and political discord, especially after he wrote the memoir of his
deceased wife.

"Ihave known myself, personally," Burke wrote to Barruel, shortly be- ^
fore he died, "five of your principal conspirators, and I can undertake to say
from my own certain knowledge, that so f^ar back as the year 1773,.theywere
busy in tlie plot you have so well described, and in the manner and on the
principle you have so truly represented. To this I can speak as awitness."'

The acclaim which followed the publication of Bamiel's History was al
most as passionate as the vehement denunciation which greeted Godwin's
Wollstonecraft memoir. Born in 1741, Barruel entered the Society of Jesus
in 1756 and was employed as a teacher in Vienna at the court of the Emperor
when he received word in1773 that the Jesuit order had been suppressed. Af- ^
ter-spending time as a teacher abroad, Barruel returned to France and imme
diately became embroiled in the Kulturkampf that would eventuate in the
French Revolution. When LoUis XVI ascended to the throne, Barruel wrote
anodeinhishonor which sold 12,000 copies and endeared hisn^e toRoy-1
alist circles as much as it earned him the enmity of thephilosophes. In 1781, ij
their enmity deepened with the publication of Bamiel's book Les l
Helviennes, his attack on Enlightenment tliought. Bamiel then turned on the
clergy who thought some accommodation with tlie Enlightenment was pos
sible, publisliing La Genese selon M. Soulavie, which got Abb6 Soulavie
fired from his teaching post at the Sorbonne, and subsequently led to a law-
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^suitj which must have been successful since all extant copies of the book
destroyed. During thesameperiod, Barruel became editor of theJour-

icclesiastique, a post from whichhe continuedhis attack on the revolu-
By August of1792, actions had become louder than words. On August

j|;);iO, Barruel suspended publication of the journal and escaped into hiding in
when the September massacres broke out. From there he went to Nor-

fi| inpdy, whence the Vendee revolt would issue less than ayear later, and
from there he escaped toEngland in mid-September 1792.

The parallels with Mary Wollstonecraft's life are striking. Both emi-
grated in 1792. Wollstonecraft leftEngland andwenttoParistowrite a book

revolution which is now pretty much unread byanyone but schol-
Igtfsint^ted in the psychic details ofWollstonecr '̂s life. Barruel escaped

hislifefrom the\^ery revolution Wollstonecraft sought toembrace and,
toEngland, where he wasgranted patronage bytheClifford fam-

ily, one ofEngland'̂ most Eminent recusant lines, Bamiel wrote abook that
i'̂ '-f^-.was to become the classic counter-revolutionary text for the next two hun-

^j '̂dred years.
t ^left-handed tribute to Bamiel's book and its subsequent influence,gti^aniel Pipes dedibates ari entire chapter to Barruel in his 1997 book Conspir-

in an act as audacious as itisdishonest tries to make Barruel respon-
li^ifeje for both the Holocaust and the Gulag, failing to mention that the Soviet

was thelogical andhistorical extension of principles taken from the
I^Manch Revolution, against which Barruel fouglit.

to iink Barruel with the Nazi regime is even more
with dishonesty. While admitting at one point that the word Jew

appears in thealmost 2,000 pages that comprise Bamiel's History of
Pipes nevertheless accuses Barruel of anti-Semitism based on

received a letter from an Italian by the name of
|/§i^9hini who alleged that the Jews were behind the conspiracy which

about therevolution in France. Pipes claims that Bamiel "accepted
'̂ a^ndorsed" the notion that the Jews were behind the revolution; he then
li^ms that it became public knowledge, although there is no evidence to

thatclaim. Pipescitesanobscure French journalashis source, when
the idea from Nesta Webster's book WorldRevolution, which men-

Simonini letter, butalso claims that Barruel never accepted it.That
hard to understand, sinceaccepting tliat thesis would have meant the

^lPH?|iAtion of the one he proposed in the History ofJacobinism^ which at-
^^lited the revolution to philosophes, freemasons, and the lUuminati.
P^l^pamiers history earned the ire of the heirs of the Enlightenment be-
|̂ |u|e;it cut through the pseudo-Newtonian mumbo-jumbo which tried to de-

^pcfijbe human activity in terms of atoms bumping into each otlier, and
^^rfc^ituated the locus ofhuman responsibility in the human will, Vvhere Augus-
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line, his namesake, had placed it 1500 years before. Revolutions were caused
by human passions, which, when they got out of control, spread havoc
through a culture. "It is undeniable," Barruel wrote

that virtue ought to be more particularly the principle of democracies than
of any olher form of government, (hey being the most turbulent and (he
most vicious of all, in which virtue is absolutely necessary to control the
passions of men, to quell that spirit of cabal, anarchy, and faction inlierent
to the democratic form, and to chain down that ambition and rage of do-
minion over the people, which the weakness of the laws can scarcely with
stand.

Since the soul, according to the classical tradition, is the microcosm of the ^
stale, the French Revolution was the logical consequence of releasing pas
sion on a nalion-wide scale: "

The Frcnch revolution is in its nature similar to our passions and vices: it
is generally known, that misfortunes are the natural consequences of in
dulging them; and one would willingly avoid such consequences: but a
faint-hearted resistance is made; our passions and our vices soon triumph,
and man is hurried away by them.

Godwin's rout in the battle of ideas came about primarily because the
traditional psychology Barruel espoused as the best explication of political
events in France seemed to be born out as true when placed up against the
still-unrolling chain of events. Godwin's ideas, like calling Robespierre an
"eminent benefactor of mankind," seemed to burst anytime they made con-
tacl with events.

The only thing that saved Godwin from total obscurity was the fact tliat
people kept his name in print by attacking him. One of the more significant

^attacks'came in June 1798 when Joseph Johnson published an anonymous
book entitled An Essay on the Principle ofPopulation as it affects the Future
Improvement ofSociety, with remarks on the speculations ofMr. Godwin, M.
Condorcet and other writers. The author was a shy young Anglican pastor
with a hare-lip, ten years Godwin's junior, by tl\e name of Thomas Malthus.
Malthus took exception to Godwin's idea of human perfectibility, and pro
posed as a counterexample the idea that man's procreation would always
outstrip the available food supply. This was so because food increased in ar
ithmetical progression, whereas human beings procreated inration which in- ^
creased geometrically. Malthus had come by his philosophical credentials by
something akin to birth right, in a family which revered philosophical dis- ^,
course and had as guests in their home David Hume and Jean-Jacques Rous
seau. The story of Malthus's intellectual development, however, was the
opposite of Godwin. Godwin was raised in a Calvinist home for a career in
the ministry, which he threw over after coming in contact with the Enlighten
ment. Malthus was exposed to Enlightentnent thought in the home and be- |
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Malthus based his argument against Godwin's notion ofmoral perfect
ibility ontwo axioms: (1) that food is necessary toUie existence of man and
(2) "that the passion between the sexes is necessary and will remain nearly in
its present state." Given these two facts, tlie only thing that will limit popula
tion to tlie available food supply is war, famine, anddisease. Godwin, who
subsequently met Maltlius atadinner party given by Johnson on August 14,
1798, suggested that ifproperly were distributed more equitably, that eveiy-
pne would have enough to live on. Like the earlier dispute between Burke
and Wollstonecraft, theGodwin/Malthus dispute set the terms for what one
would come tocall left and right (inEnglish-speaking lands, at least) for the
next,two hundred years. The liberal view was that human nature and therc-

institulions. were comoletelv malleable and the
view was tliat man was what he was as die result of

immutable "iron' laws of nature, which could notbe changed. Hence, ac-
cdrding to the latter view, the less man did in terms of tinkering (lie better off
he would be. According to the fonner view, the notion, that man could be
whateverhe wanted to be - tlie idea of perfectibility, even to the point of con
quering death - almost naturally led to revolution hRcansp. the only p.yplana-

• tion for evil lay in thT^bitrary restrictions which the powerful imposed on
society for theirown benefit. In many ways,the debate wasa resurrection in

/ disguised form ofthe earlier tlieological debate on original sin. Godwin rep
resented an extreme form ofthe Pelagian position, according towhich nature
was sufficient without grace; whereas Mafthus represented, in spite of his
position as an Anglican minister, the Calvinist position that any effort to
ameliorate man's condition was pointless because ofman's innate depravity.

Time would show that the crucial issue was "passion between the
scXes." Malthus argued from numbers and claimed tliat sexual activity re
mained on that level a constant that would eventuate in birtlis ina way that

..would invariably outstrip food supply. Godwin argued that late marriage and
,moral restraint would limit family size. Godwin, however, was prevented

'i from making thisargument effectively bytheevidence from hisownlifeand
:writings, which seemed to urge promiscuity, divorce, abortion, and anytliing
but moral restraint. The more thetwo men pursued the argument, the more
tlie argument gotcast in terms that would never admit a solution. Malthus,
like Burke before him, allowed the terms oftlie conservative argument to de
generate into the defense ofacompletely static status quo and anequally ve-

;hement defense of economic privilege if not ruthless exploitation of the
Weak. Godwin, for his part, proposed defenses that were ever more Utopian,

.- and the argumenthas pretty much run in the same ruts from ever since.
( • By 1801 Malthus's tlieory had already been widely adopted. Two years
:of, poor harvests had led towidespread distress. Prices were up 300 percent
from their 1793 level, and although wages had also risen, there had been a
drastic fall in theincome of thepoor. Relieving starvation bypublic expendi-
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ture, many taxpayers now believed, would make thesituation worse, andthe
only answer was toreduce demand even further. In 1800 a lawwas passed to
forbid bakers from selling bread for twenty-four fiours after baking - it being -i
well know that since new bread tasted better, tlie poor ate more if it. }

What neither side could anticipate tlien is how attractive artificial con-
traception would appear to both sides in diedispute. Asof the time of Mai-
thus's book, contraception was technologically unfeasible and moMt^j^ ^
repugnant, but with the passage oftime and the subsequent and simultaneo^s^ilfe
advance in technology and the erosion of morals, it would soon reassert its
utility as atechnological solution which allowed both sides to have their c^e;-%
and eat it loo. Birth control allowed the Malthusians to concentrate on fertil- '
ityreduction to thedetriment of liigher wages and better working conditions,
buFit also allowed the Lett to mdulge its sexual passions and its Utopian ::

'schemeslor social engmeermg. Ihe rapprochement which contraceptfon en- ;
abled would have to wait lor a hundred years, but eventually it would be
symbolized by the collaboration ofMargaret Sanger and John D.Rockefeller J
Jr. The two poles of the debate - liberation and control, as in sexual liberation
and population control - would remain antinomies, but in a way in which the ?
one invariably begat the otlier in a never ending cvcle of more and more lib- •
eration eventuating in tighter and tightersocialcontrol. The one was always
a iijnction of the other, and the contraceptive was the key to both. In provid-
ing botli liberation of thesexual sort for tlie Godwinians andconttol of the •:
population sort for the Malthusiansjjt allowed the creation ofapoUlical sys-' jt,
tem in which "liberation" from se^al restraint could be used as a lorm'of
control. Ihe sexual'^CTliberated Irom procreation was mobilized in ways ,
congenial to thosewho wanted to makemoney off its exploitation. By con- ;•
vincing undesirable groups that they should limit their numbers rather than
seek higher wages, these groups were deprived of demographic leverage, J;
and political protest was defused by ever more besotting applications ofsex-
ual pleasure. All of that was farin the future, but allof it grew outof thedia-
lecticof liberationand controlwhich lay at the heartof the Godwin/Malthus
debate.

Godwin at this point had otherreasons to think about birth control and <
moral restraint. At the time of his debate with Malthus he became sexually ;•
involved with a certain Mrs. Clairmont, upon whom he was practicing once
again the "chance-medley" system ofbirth control, which predictably led to
a pregnancy, which eventuated in thebirth in October of 1801 of onemore
half-sister, Jane or Claire or Clare, being added to the Godwin family r
manage.

On March 6, 1801, seven months before the birth of Mary Godwin's ^
half-sister Jane, the Marquis de Sade paid a visit to his publisher Nicholas •
Masse at his offices on the rue Helvetius. In 1797, the same year that i
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I'̂ Barruers magnum opus onthe revolution had appeared inLondon, the Mar-
j^quis de Sadeproduceda magnumopusof a differentsortin Paris.EntitledLa

r :l\Nouyelle Justine ou les Malheurs de la vertu, suivie de I 'Histoire de Juliette
^ soeur, Sade's latest foray into pornography dwarfed anything he had had

.published up till thattime. Its tenvolumes of pomograpliic excess wereillus-
Iraled with numerous obscene engravings earning it the dubious encomium

:\'';:;of being "the most ambitious pornographic enterprise ever assembled."^ If
,^j;yi^Sade hoped to get rich from the book, he was once agaiti disappointed. Tliree
"gtilyears after its publication, Sade was living from hand to mouth in the back

room of a farmer's cottage with no residence of his own and not even a set of
te^clothes to wear. Sade was in fact so down and out that the world took him for
:v/; dead. On August 29,1799, he read his obituary in the L 'Amides Lois, which
^y-;Shed few tears over Ilis reputed passing away, referring to him as an "infa

mous writer" whose "mere name... breathes a cadaverous stench that kills
1 '̂' virtue and inspires horror." "Not even the most depraved heart," the report

continued, "tliemostbizarrelyobsceneimagination couldconceiveanytiling
so offensive to reason, decency orhumanity."®

A year and a half after the report appeared, Sade was at Masse,his pub-
"bsher, hopingfor a someof the royaltiesfrom his latest,mostambitious por-
yY-nographic work when thepolice arrived and look him into custody. Masse

^/n;.cut a deal with the police by revealing the location of the warehouse where
copies of Juliette were stored and was released within twenty-four hours.

!>J|Sade was taken to ajail known as the "Mousetrap" and left to stew in his own
. (^d oilier people's) juices in a holding cell fifteen feet underground. Sade

"?• had beendrawnintoa trapby Masseandthe police,who,according toLever,
•HsUspected Sade as the author of Zoloe, a satire on Napoleon. Two years after
\ hisarrest, afterbouncingfromone dungeontoanotlier, Sadefinallyendedup
• at Charenton, the famous asylum for the insane. It was there, under the direc-
-,ti6n of tlie defrocked priest Francois Simonet de Coulmier, who revitalized

Ihb hospital and made it, for a time, the socialhub for Parishigh society, that
VSade finallymade a namefor himself in the theateras the asylum's new "ar-

|f;^;/ti|tic director.'' Coulmier not only arranged the performances, he actually
i/joincd with theMarquis de Sadeandthe inmates in performing them. Con-

^ ' sidering thefact thatSadenearly perished from hunger andexposure during
^ tlie winter of 1800-1801, things could have been worse, especially since
)i^i.,^-Sade's mistress Constance Quesnet was allowed to move in with him in Au-

|.:gust of4804, and occupy the room next to his, where she passed as his illegit-
imale daughter.

•v' There was of course constant tension with the civil autiiorities who were
aujJiprized to search his room periodically and confiscate any obscene mate

rnalthey found. These same authorities also insisted lhat Sade be confined to
the grounds of the asylum, hut Coulmier was lax in the enforcement of this
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