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the writer :— Science has lost Usprestigeand religionbaa regained a
portion of hers:

M, Brunetiere goes on to explain the action
taken by the Pope in the face of this failure of
6cieoce,of whichh* speaks1. All religionsre-action,
he writes in effect, being first of profit to Catho-

licism—it is at least Renan who says bo— it isnot surprising that a
politic Pope conceived the hope and formed tbaproject of directing
themovement. Other morepressing careB

— and notably that of sus-
taining andrepelling the assault of secular science

—
had preoccupied

Leo Xlll's. predecessors. Autres tevips, autres gains! Who would
quit the communion of the Church to-day for philological reasons?
And, on the other hand, if the impotence of physical or natural
science to suppress mystery is proved, let usnow go up again to th«
source. Let us invoke the spirit of conciliation and peace. Free
and disengaged from the necessities of a struggle which hadhitherto
claimed allour activity,let usnot prolonguseless controversies— and,
after having proved the truth or the divini y of religionby the con-
tinuity of its immutable dogma, let us prove it now by the good it
can still do to this restless and troubled world. Such are the inten-
tions whioh the writer attributes to the reigning Pope

—
all whoße

actions, as well as words, for 17 year?, be eaye,eeem to have tended
to this great design. In proclaiming the independence of the
Church with regard to forms of government,adds the writer, as well
as inoccupying himself, witha particularly active solicitude, with the
labour question— andalso in working to prepare,for a distant future,
thereconciliation together of the different Christian communities, the
Popehas done ihree great things — of which the firstresult hasbeen to
restore to Catholicism, audgenerally toreligion, their part in social
action. M. Brunettequotes from various Papal utterances toprove
and illustrate his argument. His conclusion is as follows :— lf it is
justly the honour oE Christianity — if that w.ts its strength at its
outset

—
if, perhaps,i* has given no more s riking sign, nor convincing

proof, of its mis-non, than to haveaddr^sad its 'If first to the humble
oni_s of the world, there is alsi its future,and, so to speab, in the
society that the philosophy of the last century has made for us, there
is its promise of eternity. No Pontiff has felt this better than Pope
LeD XIII,or,having felt it,has said it with more fulness of heart
and warmth of persuasion. None, has repeated it with more ineis-
tance. And, above all, none in teaching th se who are troubled by
the uselessneßS of violence or revolt, and those who enjoy the good
fortune of the day, how imperious and absolute their obligations

towards their brethren are, has done so with a nnrelively sentiment
of humanbrotherhood, of Coriatiaa equality, anJ apostolicliberty.

M BRtTNtTfEEE then advocates tbe claims of the
Christian religion, pleading the right of Catho-
licism to preference. Science cannot replace
religion, he says,nor can religion oppose science.

Eachhas its kingdom apart, and since it depends only on otmelveß
to becomp the subjects of the one or of the other,or of bothat the
same time, what more can benquired1 With morality, however, it
isdifferent. The writer quotes from Edmond Kcherer insupport of
his conviction that morals and religion are inseparable. Morality,
wrote Scherer in 1884. has need of the absoluie;it finds its basis
only in G.d. "Conscience is like the heart: it needs a beyond,
Duty is nothing if it v not sublime ;and life becomes a frivolous
thing if it does not imply e'ernal rela ions."

"
A moral system,"

he wiote again,
'

is nothing if it is nit rel'gious." M Brunetie c
pom' out,«s a proof of t'.e tru h of Ins a«Brrlion, that fir the la^t
iwo thousand year-,and u;> to 'ht> pres'nt century, every effortmade
to laicise or srculansc luoru's baa been only a deformation or an
alteration or a Jisguue of seme Chnetian H<- 1. X»?ery where he finds
the Lhriatiiu idea

—
in BaL1, in Tame, in Kint, in George Eliot

—
so

"rue is it,he sayn, that we s.n* impregnated with Christianity, The
choice, therefore, to hi Oi>.d a by ihose who do not think that a
democricy can sifford 'o be inlifTerent as to mora's, and who r^cog
nise the strength still existing in religion, is ihit of th» f jrm of
Cbiifctianity of winch they can make the best us for ton regeneration
of morals. The writer gives, wi hout hebi ation, his own decision,

In the Revue des Deux Mondes, of January Ist, M.
Bruneti6re, the editor, publishes an article con-
taining the conclusions formed by him as the result
of an audience whichhe had recently had with the

Pope. The view which the writer takes of the relation of science
towards mankind in their spiritual character strikes us as particu-
larly important. The time, he says, is not very far off, at which a
learned increduity commonly passed as a mark or a proof of a
euperioTintellect or strength of mind. Science pleads the results it
has achieved in a little time

—
but ithas promised more than belongs

to the sphere of the chemist o» the physicist
—

and here is where it
has become bankrupt. The writer claims that thephysical ornatural
sciences have not fulfilled their promiseof doing away with mystery.
They arepowerless,he says,notonly toanswer,but evenproperly to
put the only weighty'ques'ions

—
thoße which touch on the origin of

man, the law of his conduct, and his future lot. The writer, never-
theless, gives full oredit to science for its achievements

—
to Darwin

for bis work. The natural sciences, he admits, may perhaps tell us
whatman is as an animal. They will never tell us what he is as a

man. They have failed miserably, and always Bhall fail, to tell us
what is the origin of language, of society, of morality. They can-
not tell us where we are going. Nay, they have only succeeded in
strengthening our attachment to life

—
what seems, in truth the very

height of unreasonablenessin beings whomust die. Nor have the
philological sciences kepi their promisee. They bad undertaken, for
example, to show in the writing of Marcus Auralius or Epictetup,
the scatteredmembers of the Sermon on the Mount

—
but the Sernion

on the Mount has conquered the world— and those other writings
have done nothing. After, as before, t'ne works of tha HellenißtP

j

there remains in Christianity something inexplicableby Hellen am
—

a singular virtue, an UDiqaepower of propagation and life. Thie^
too, is confirmed by the works of the Hebraists. They, for
their part, bad promised to dissipate what was "iirational" and"marvellous

"
in the history of the origins oE Christunity, and

of the "'people of God," to show us the Bible as on a par with
other ancient books. But their systems, as numerous as they
are arbitrary, have confused what they uniertook to ckar.
Far from having expelled from thehistory of Christianity the

" irra-
tional

" or the "marvellous" exegesis has reinstated it there. Even
in the history of Buddhism the analogies of evolution which it
thought it had discovered, have not held out before a more careful
and more conscientious examination. Tne 'rientalists, again, have
failed io their promise. Perhaps, indeed, by a change in their
method they may one day become the most dangerous enemieß of
Christianity ; but, meantime, they also have brought a iistuibmg
element into the discussion. Have we not s^eT them assert that
Sakya Mouni was,perhaps,only a solar myth, and, if tv ey succeed in

proving this, what will bfcome of the comparison they have tried co
often to establishbetweenJesus andBuddha ? The historical sciences
finally, if sciences they be, have also taught us many thing*, but
nothing of those which we expected trom their progress. The greit

question is to know whether there ex'sts a law of t.istory, and in

what measure we are enslaved to it, But that is exacly what wedo
not know, and what, it is to be feared we may a.1.1, we shall never
know. If these arenot bankruptciesall ou», cays M. Brume lore, they
are, at least, partial failures— and it is cany to conceive how ih-y
have ehaken the credit of science. We cannittell, hn adds, what
maybe the case in a hundred year?, or in a thousand or two thou-
sand, bat for the present, and for a long time to o me, reason is

impo'ent to free itself from doubt. Neither science in general, nor

its particular branches, physical or na'ural, philological or historical,
can any longer el-am, as trey have for ah indred years the govern-
ment ot the present life. The prcgreta it had been thought to make

Wl th M.Tame and in bis traces —
insoldering, tousebis expression

the moral to the natural sci nces has not betnn piogress at all, bu1,
on the contrsry, a recoil. Ihe situation ib brutly summed up by
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