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AT HOME AND ABROAD,

IN the Revue des Deuxr Mondes, of January 1st, M.,

A BANKRUTICY Brunetié¢re, the editor, publichea an articla con-
OF BCIENCE. taining the conciosions formed by him as the result
of an audience whick be bad recently had with the

Popa. The view which the writer takes of the relalion of ecience
towards mankind in tbeir spiritual character strikes ns as partien-
larly important. The time, be says, i not very far off, at which a
learoed increduw'ity commonly passed as & mark or a proof of s
guperiot intellect or strength of mind. Becicnce pleads the resulis it
bae achieved in a little time—but it has promised more than belongs
to the sphere of the chemist o the physicist—and here is where 1t
has become baukrupt. The writer claime that the phyeical or natural
sciences have pot fulfilled their promise of doing away with myatery.
They are powerless, he B2ys, not ounly to answer. but even properly to
put the only weighty ques'ions—those which touch on the origin of
man, the law of his conduct, and hig future Tot. The writer, uever-
theless, gives full credit to science for its achievements—to Darwio
for bis work. The natural sciences, he admite, may perhaps tell us
what man ig ae an animal, They will never tell ue what he s as a
man. They have failed miserably, and always shall fzil, to tell ue
what is the origin of language, of society, of morality. They can-
not tell us where we are going, Nay, they havs only succeeded in
stresglhening our sttachment to life—what seems, io truth the very
height of nureasonabieness in beinps who must die. Nor bave the
philological relences kept their promiges. They bad undertaken, for
example, to show in the writinzs of Marcas Aureliva or Epictetus,
{he scattered members of the Bermon ou the Monnt-=but the Sermon
on the Mount has conqaered the world—and those other writings
have done nothing. After, ag before, the works of tha Hel]eniats,
there remaine in Christianity Bomething inexplicable by Hellen sm—
a singular virtae, an uniguoe power of propagation and life. This
ton, is coofirmed by lhe works of the Hebrawsts. They, for
their part, bad promised to diempate what wae “ iirational " and
v marvellous " in the bistory of the orinns of Christiaoity, and
of the * people of God,” to show us the Bible as on a par with
other ancient books, But their systems, me numerous a8 they
are arbitrary, have confused what they uniertock to clear,
Far from having expeiled from the hustory of Christianity the “irra-
tional " or the “marvellous” exeges:s has reinstated it there, Hven
in the history of Buddhism the snalogies of evplution wiieh it
thonght it had discovered, bave not heid out before a more careful
and maore conscientions (xaminatioa. Toe ‘rienialists, again, bave
falled io their promise, Perhape, indeed, by a change in thei;
method they may coe day become the most danger.ua enemies of
Christianity ; but, meastime, they alw bave brouzht a disturbing
element into the discusaion. Have we not sce1 them assett that
Bakya Mouni was, perhaps, only s solar myth, and, +f t*ey succeed in
proving this, what will become of then comparigon they bave tried so
often to esrablish beiween Jesue and Buddba? The historical eciences
finally, if sciences they be, have also taupbt us wmany things, but
nothing of those wkich we expected trom their progress. The great
questicn is to know whether there cxraig alaw of bistory, and 1n
what mensure we are enslaved to it,  But that 18 exac'ly what we do
not know, and what, 1t is to be feared we may ald, weehall novep
know. If ihese are not bankropiciesall ou', eays M. Brune :lre, they
are, at lemat, partinl failures—and 1t is eary to conceive huw they
have shaker the credit of science, We canact tell, be adds, what
may be the cage in & bundred years, or 1o & thousand or two thoa-
pand, bot for the present, and for & lung time ta ¢ me, rTedson 1s
Impo'ent to frectself from doubt. Noither science in guneral, nor
ils particalsr branches, physical ot na‘ural, philological or mstorieal,
can any longer clam, a8 they base for & handred years, the govein-
ment ot (he present life. The pregress it hal been thought to make
—with M. Tane and in bis traces—1o solderiny, to ney g expression
the moral to the natural sc: nces has mot beon s progress atall, bue,
on the comtrsry, a reccil. 1he eitnation 18 briely summed up by
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the writer : —Ecience bas loat its prestige and religion has rogained a
portion of hers:

M. BRUKETIERE goes on to explain the action
taken by tbe Fope in the face of this failure of
science, of whichhe speaks. Al religiouns re-action,
ha writes in ¢ffect, being first of prefit to Catho-
licism —it ig at least Renan who says so—it 18 not sorprising that &
politic Pope coneeived the hope wnd formed the project of directing
the movement, Other more pressing cares—and notably that of sos.
taining and repelling the assaunlt of secular science—had preoceupied
Leo XIIY's, predecessors. Autres lemps, autres soing! Who wounld
quit the communion of the Church to.day for philological reasons?
And, ou the othet band, if the jmpotence of physical or natural
gcience to soppreed roystery is proved, lst us now go up agsin to the
source. Let us invoke the spirit of conciliation and peace. Free
and disengaged from the necessities of a struggle which had hitherto
claimed all our activity, let na not prolong uscless coniroversies—and,
after baving proved the truth or the divini y of religion by the con-
tiuity of its immutable dogma, let us prove it now by the good it
can gtill do to this restless and iroubled world., Bocib are the inten-
tions which thbe writer attributes to the reigniog Pope—all whose
actions, as well a8 worde, for 17 yearr, be says, seem to bave tended
1o thie great design. In proclaiming tha independence of the
Church with regard to forms of government, adds the writer, as well
a8 in occupyiog himesif, with a particularly active solicitude, with tka
labour question—end also in working to prepare, for a distant futore,
the reconciliation together of the diffsrent Christian ¢ommunities, the
Pope has done three great things—ef which the firet result has been to
restora to Catholiciem, and generally to religion, their part in eocial
action, M. Bruonset.ére quotes from various Papal utterances to prova
and illustrate bis argament. His conclogion 18 as follows :-IF it ie
juetly the booour of Ohrnistianity-—if that waa its strength at its
outeet —if, perhapy. i has givea no more & riking s12n, wor conviocieg
proof, of its misson, than to have addressad its1f first to the humble
once of the warld, there ia alsy its future, and, so to speak, in the
society that the philosopby of the last sentury bas made for us, there
19 ite promise of eternity., No Pontiff has felt this better than Pope
Les X111, or, baving felt it, hae said 1t with more faloess of heart
and warmth of persuasion., Noue, bas repeated it wich more insis-
tance. And, above all, none in teaching th ez who are troubled by
the uselessnors of viclence or revolt, snl those who enjay the good
fortune of the day, how impericus and absolute their obligatiens
towards their brethren are, has done 83 with a more lively sentiment
of huwan brotherhood, of Caristian eqnality, ani apestclic liberty,

THE POPES
ACTION,

¥ BRrUNRTIERE tben advocates the claims of the

RFLIGION AND Christian religion, pleading the night of Catho-
MORALITY, licism to preference, BSeience cannot replace
religion, be eays, nor can religion oppose science,

Each has its kingdom apart, and since it depends only on onreelves
to become the subjects of 1he one or of ihe ather, or of both a$ the
same h1me, what more can be noguired?  'With morality, however, it
18 different.  The writer quotes from Hdmond Bcherer in support of
his ronviction that morale and religivn are inseparable. Morality,
wrote Beherer in 1884, has peed of the sbsolute; it finds ite basis
only in G.d. * Conecience 18 hike the heart: it needs a beyond,
[ruty 18 nothing 1f it 13 vot sublime ; and life becomes & frivolous
toing if it does not imply e'ernal rels ions”” *“ A moral sysiem,”
he waiote aguin, * 1a noth'ng 1f it 15 not rel'gious.”” M Brunetig e
potnt oul, as a proof of the tru b of his asaertion, that £ir the lasg
1wo thoueand years and upte the pres-nt eeqtary, every ¢ ffort made
to larnge or seculanise mors’s has been oniy a deformaiion or an
alteration or 8 jHisguite of some Chiettan i¥es. Evervwhere he finds
the Lbrigtisn idea—in B ol 1o Taioe, in Kant, 1o Gesrge Eliot—mo
‘rue ie 1t, he sayw, that we wre impreguated with Christianity. The
chowe, therefore, to h: mud+ by those whko Jdo not think that a
demuericy can nfford o be o iifferent a8 to mora's, And who recog
miee the strength still existing im0 reiigion, 18 thst of the frm of
Chiisthianity of which they caa make the best us for the regencration
of morels, The writer gives, wi hout heei ation, his own decipion,
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