
The Cardinal-Archbishop of Sydney, who was
'
the speaker'at St.

John's Collegeannualcommemoration,delivereda powerful,instruc-
tive, and convincing address. His Eminence (says the Sydney
Freeman)selected ashissubject,'The Catholic Church and Modern
Scientific Research.'

In the warfare of irreligion against Divine Truth (said his
Eminence),itis an accusation as oldas the hills that the Catholic
Church is the irreconcilable enemy of knowledge and that she
pursues scientificprogress withan implacablehatred. And yetitis
difficult to conceive anaccusation more whollydevoid of anypre-
tence to justify it (hear, hear). The discoveries of science bring
joy to theChurch. Every triumph achievedin thepathsof progress
andenlightenment adds lustre toher diadem of truth. The Church
is theheavenly-appointedcustodian of the doctrinesof DivineTruth.
Heresies never cease toattempt tocorrupther teachings,and vainly-
devised theories of pretentious men aim at her overthrow. But
whatdoes experience teachus tobe the result ? All the assaults
against her haveonly served to bring her invincible armoury into
bolder relief, and to array withnewaureolas ofvictory the truths
which she defends (applause).

Half a century ago Cardinal Newman made this remark in
regard to the attacks of heresy. Such attacks, he said, may be
prolonged; there may be effort, hesitation, suspense, swayings to
the right and to the left, yet Divine Truth marches onward

'
with

what certainty of advance, with what precision inits march, with
what ultimate completeness,part answering to part,one, absolute,
integral, indissoluble,while the whole lasts,'and finally the inner
beauty of the truth that was assailed is presented to the world in
the adornment of fresh forms

'
with anexuberance whichexceeded

all questionings, andaharmony whichbaffledall criticism.'
BASELESS IRRELIGIOUS THEORIES.

The result has been the same as often as pretentious theories
under thename of science havebeen advanced against the teaching
of the Church. 'No sight can be more grateful to a true theo-
logian(writesFather Faber) than to behold the giant strides of
scientific discovery and thebold methodsof scientific research. He
has nothing to fear for his faith, except an embarrassment arising
from the veryriches of its demonstration which these discoveries
arecontinually supplying. Nothing can be more narrow, vulgar,
or stupid than the idea of an antithesis between science and re-
ligion. Itis true that some of the sciences, in the earlier periods of
their construction, turned the heads of those who drank at their
fountains, and crude theories, incompatible with the dogmas of
faith, were the result. Yet, these only changed, at last, to fresh
andmore striking proofs of the Divine and unalterable truth of
Divine faith; for further discovery and a larger induction led, in
everycase, toan abandonment of the irreligious theory.'

Hence it is that the Chief Pastors of the Church, and none
more so than thepresent illustrious successorof St.Peter, PopeLeo
the Thirteenth,have never ceased to exhort her children to culti-
vate the higher studies, and to pursue perseveringly thepaths of
true science. Looking back upon this century now hastening to
a close, we see innumerable names of devoted men,in the ranks
alike of the clergy andof the laity, who though fervently attached
to the doctrines and practices of the Catholic Church, yeoearnestly
and untiringly cultivated every branch, of science. With the
sanction and blessing of religion they pursued their labours and
wonthepeerless reputation whichthey now enjoy. Their brilliant
achievements in the pursuit of knowledge, no less than their
manner of life,have added to the glory of the Church, and shall
long remain an unanswerable vindication of her attitude towards
enlightenment andscientific truth.

If wenow review the courseof warfare against revealed truth
pursuedby the leaders of infidelity, we cannot fail tobe struck by
the inevitablefate of overthrow and decay that has befallen their
various theories. Inthe last century Voltaire and the Encyclope-
dists may be said to have captivated for awhile the fashionable
opinionof theliterary world, and tohave ruled supreme amid the
corruptionthat thenprevailedin the courtsof Europe,andin many
of thehigher centresof learning. Nevertheless,at thepresent day
themost embittered enemies of religion treat with disdain their
sophistry, and fling aside with contempt the vain theories which
they so idolised. M. Renan may be said to have pronounced the
common verdict of modern rationalism when he wrote that Vol-
tairianism was

'
out of date.'

THEHUMAN FAMILY AND THEDELUGE.

Imay illustrate by anexamplewhat is implied by this ■ out of
date' verdict. Attention was called in those days to the vast
deposits of shells which were found on someof the Alpine hills.
Voltaire and his school, through dread that such a fact might be
interpreted to favour the Catholic belief in the deluge,contended
that such shells were mere

'
lunun naturae,' freaks of nature, in

■which the versatilehand andskiliul genius of mother earth were
sbkwn forth. Suchanexplanationwasreceived with well-deserved
iflpule on every side, but Voltaire and his school bad another
tueory ready athand. Those shells they said, were brought by the
crusaders and pilgrims from the Holy Land,and were flung aside
when those visitors todistant shores parted company returning to
their homes. Strange itis that so ridiculous a theory would have
found favour wi*h men who pretended a claim to enlightenment
and scientific attainments. We will not be surprised, however,
that even the assailants of the Churchwould now-a-days pronounce
it
'
out of date.' Too much is nowknownof the crusaders' history

to suppose themin their ihomeward iroute to be grouped in their
thousands,on thesummitof MountCenis, to fling awaythepilgrim-
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shells v,hich theysoprized. Toomuchis also knownof thedeposits
of shells. They have been found on theRockyMountains and theAndes,and, last,not least,evenon our New Zealand ranges. Themanwould be

'
outof date

'
indeed who could suppose that these

mountains were the theatre of the crusaders' meetings whenreturningto their homes.
We may takeanother instance from the complete revulsion of

scientific opinionin regard toa favouriteaxiom of infidelity,which
results from thetheory of theuniformity of naturenow so fashion-
able among some leading scientists. Voltaireand his discipleslookeduponitas anunquestionableprinciplethat the human race
couldnot be derivedfrom a commonstock. Youhaveonly to open
your eyes,he used tosay,tosee the diversity of men frommen, and
he heapedridiculeupon those who would allow of less than half-a-
dozenhuman races wholly distinctinoriginandstock. There wereindeed many arguments at hand

—
the very organisation of the

human frame, theunity of languages, the uniformity of traditions
torefute this belatedtheory. Humboldtmanyyearsagocould truly
write:

'The ancient legendsof thehuman race,whichwe find dis-
persed throughout the whole world like the fragments of agreatshipwreck,are of the deepest interest to the philosophical inquirer
into thehistory of mankind. Like certain families ofplants whichpreserve the typeof a commonancestry inspiteof the influencesof
height and the differencesof climate, the coemogonic traditions of
nations everywheredisplay a similarity of form and feature whichmoveus toadmiration.' Butit was reserved for the scientists of
thepresent day toproclaim aloud that the old infidel theory was
quite 'out of date.' They havequitegone around to the opposite
pointof the compass, and nowit has become quite fashionable to
assert theuniformity of nature,andmany will push this so far astopersuadeus of theunity ofstock,not of thehuman race alone,but
of all animated nature. A representativeof our modern scientists
has not hesitated to proclaim this discovery to be the grandestachievement of modernscience.

OUT-OF-DATE ARGUMENTS.

But if, by the verdict of present-day science, the argumentsarrayed againstDivine Truthin the last century are thus branded'
out of date,'a no lessdisastrous fate may be said tohave befallenthe countless theories whichin thepresent scientific agehave beendevised in a spirit of irreligion and in hostility to the CatholicChurch. Cardinal Wiseman, in his Science andRevealedReligion

writes that
'
from the time of Buffon, system rose beside system,'

like the moving pillars of the desert, advancing in threatening'
array;but like them they were fabrics of sand ;and though in
1806 the French Institute could count more than 80 such theorieshostile to Scripture,not one of themhas held its ground or deserves
to be recorded.' Since 1806 those baseless irreligious theories havebeen multipliedahundredfold,but one of the leading organs of the
present-day scientist school not long ago plainly avowed that the
teachers of infidelityhad exhausted their resources,and thatnoth-
ing but

'bankruptcy
'
remained for them (applause).

The Right Hon. Arthur Balfour, in his address at the Man-chester Congress in1888,suggested that a refutationof thescientistassailants of religion might be framed almost in their own words:'We might begin,' he said, 'by showing how crude and contra-dictory are the notions of primitive man,and even of cultivated
man in his unreflective moments,respecting the object-matter ofscientific beliefs. We might then turn to the scientific apologists.
We should show how the authorities of one age differed from those
of another in their treatment of the subject, andhow theauthoritiesof the same a^e differed among themselves ;then we should com-
ment on the strange obstinacy they evinced in adhering to theirconclusions, whether they could prove them or not. Withoutattributing motives to individuals, we shouldhint politely but notobscurely, that prejudice and education in some, the fear of differ-ing rrcim the majority,or the fear of losing a lucrative place inothers, had been allowed to warp the impartialcourse of investiga-
tion;and we should lament that scientific philosophers,in many
respects so amiable and useful abody of men, should allowthem-
selves so o'ten to violate principles which they openly and
ostentatiously avowed.'

PRESENT ATTITUDE OK THE SCIENTIFIC WORLD.
One of the scientific periodicalsof England, in February,1890,

called attention to the singular change thus effected in public
opinion in relation to the irreligious theories that once were so
popularand fashionable ;

'
One of the most significant signs of the

times is the change of attitude among scientists towards religious
questions. Those who keep pace withscientific thought, andarefamiliar with the atmosphereand spirit of scientific investigation
in theuniversities abroad,have been struck by the radical change
which has taken place in the last 20 years. What now strikesonein the attitude and spiritof a great many scientific men, is aspirit of reverence towards the religious side of life. ... It isvery generally felt that the explanations of religious phenomena
offered 20 years ago, and accepted at the moment as final, areinadequate;that religion is something deeper,more pervasive' and
more influential than many scientific men took account of

'
twodecades ago.'

Iwill only add the words ofan American review whicha fewmonths ago thus sketched the present attitudeof the scientific
world in regard toDivine Truth:

'
Hundreds of objections loudly

trumpeted for a time have been effectivelysilenced. Destructivetheories after a shortperiodof popularity havegradually faded outof sight. Statements put forthat first with unbounded confidencehave quietly been dropped,and arenolonger heardof. Muchhadbeen made of the silence of antiquity arouud Jewish history.
But that silence is broken. From the hiddenmonuments of Egypt'
of Assyria, and Chaldea, voices have come forthso significant that
themain lines of our Sacred History are now admittedby all to betrue.'

{To be continued.)

31


