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LETTERS OF RECOMMENDATION.
tolic Delegation.
Aw(ﬁh:w::lgno 18th, 1906.
Mr. Thomas Coftey :

peen & reader of your paper. 1 have noted
with satisfaction that it lldrrected with intelll
and ablility, and, above all, that v is im
with a strong Cathollc spirit. It strenu.
‘defends Cathollc principles and rights,

and stands firmly by the teachings and author-
iy o: the Chnro{. l’t the same time promoting
#ho best Interests of the country. FollowIng

the welfare of religion and country, and it

ter Idealists. We donot mean to say that
the division is s strict one, that they do
not run into each other, or that emana-
THOS, COFFEY, LL.D, Editor and Publieher | 43,14 are not idealists also, snd vice
of Toronto, Kingston, Ottawa and Bb, VETr8a.
o the Bishops of London, Hamilton, | yometimes one, sometimes the other :
he world, aceording to this system, is | out sufficient sympathy,
only an emanstion of Brahm returning | division takes place under new ma: ters,
nnrriago notices cannob be | o ho o6 the end of & greater or less | when stewardship shall be an obsolete
The universe |term and right a word scarcely to be
evolution, | whispered under the breath, when |]
atout it. This, however, will take some
time.

pumber of
began to
t will cease by involution or the wealth shall stand before the judgment
of a living generation whose mind is
untrained to respect autherity and
whose heart has never bowed to God—
how will it stand with the plutocrats
on that day ? Wealth has always con-
tributed more towards the destruction
of institutions than for their construc-

return to Brahm, only to start afresh
of Nipissing, Mre. M., Reynolcs, New Liskeard. | on ite round again, as seasons succeed
seasons. Wherein, it may be asked,
lies the difference ? Brahminism 1is
purely, positively pantheistic. Hegel-
My Dear 8ir,—8ince soming to Canada Lhave | (o, philosophy, while pnnt.hehtle in
principle, is athelstio in tendency and
construction. It identifies nothing and tion or stability.
being, and trampling under foot the
great law of contradiction, it leads us
tBoec lines it has done a great desl of good for | to & God who acquires divinity In tak:

Brahminism is

oycles.
exist by

i of himself in man, to

fore, earneatly recommend it to Catbo-
and best wishes for ite continued success,
Yours very sincerely in Christ,
DONATUS, Archbishop of Kphesus,
Avpostolie Delegate.

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA.
Ottaws, Canada, March 7th, 1800,

Mr. Thomas Coffey : "
Dear Bir: For some time past T have rea:
your estimable papers Tag CATHOLIC RECORD,
and congratulate you upon the manner in
which it is published. Ite matter and form

od ; snd & truly Cathollo apirit
pervades the whole. Therefore, with pleas
gre, 1 can recommend it 10 the faithful.
Bleseing you and wishiog you suocess, belleve

remain
itk Yn'urs talthfully in Jesus Chrigt
t D FALCON10, Arch. of Larissa,
Avost. Deleg.

LONDON, SATUEDAY, OCT. 26, 1907.

PANTHEISM.

An esteemed correspondent, after
reading a sermon upon the new theology,
writes us : ** Now that Kastern Theos
opby is so popular in the West the sub
ject of pantheism is very interesting.
And the point which occurred to me is
this—the real so-called pantheism of
the KEast, which, being built on, does
leave rocm for God, for in the Hindoo
writings God does not evolve into the
nniverse but is constantly represented
as producing the universe as & man
makes something for sport. These
people are in fact evolving something
out of their own braine, in place of
adapting philosophy to theology or
vice versa; or is it the father of lies?"
In answer to our friend we might simply
take the last question first : and say,
yes, it is the father of lies who, delud-
ing the children,sometimes elovates man
to the deity snd at others lowers the
deity to the level of the cresture
This waive of the hand would pot sat-
isfy any one, though in the ultimate it
has much to commend iteelf. There are
several forms of panthelsm. All agree
in denying the creative act of God; or,
as Brownson puts it, the creative aot
of being producing all things from noth-
ing. They all admit only one sub-

stance, which is the substance or the
reality of the universe. The classs—
at least the chief, are: 1st, the emana-
tionists, or those who hold that ali
things emanate from the one being or
substance which they call God, and re-
turn at length to him and are reab-
gorbed in them: 2o0d, the autologists or
followers of Spinoza, who assert that
being or substance, with its modes or
attributes, is the only thing that exists;
and 3rd, the idealististic and egoistie,
who hold that nothing exists but the
soul, the ego, the ideas. It is in the
last category we place mostof the west.
ern theosophists ; for the reason that
whatever philosophy they profess, or
whatever philosophy an avalysis of
their teaching will show, it is idealistic
in its principle. Historically regarded
it is Hegelian, and Hegel, though the
greatest of modern philosopbers, was a
pantheist, an idealist of the highest
type. According to Hegel God and
the universe form a whole. There is
an unbroken procession from the min-
eral to the plant, thence to man and on
throngh various beings to God, Itis

God who manifests himself. In the min.

eral he is a mineral, in the plant a

plant, in man, man, differing here from

his other manifestations in that in man

God manifests self-consciousness. God

is the ides, the principle, the law and

the term of all being and all reality,
manifesting himself and determining
himsel!l in the sphere of thought, nature
and the human spirit. Thisidea which
is the totality of all being, the absolute
being, considered in itsell and as a
rational notion, constitutes logic. Con-
sidered in so far as it quits itself, starts
out from itself, and manifests itsell in
nature, it gives rise to nat-
ural philosophy. Considered in so far
as it acquires conscionsness of itsell
{n man it forms the object of the phil-
osophy of the soul, Even from these
bare outlines it will be seen how pan
theistic this philosophy is in prin-
ciple. Nor was it long before its false
pantheist principles were applied to
the Incarnation by Strauss, and fur-
ther developed by Renan. Not to
enter more at length into a dificult
and dry subject and to show the con-
trast between the Eastern and Western
panthelsts, we may briefly state that the

cee a God who can never arrive at
Hie families, With my blessing on your work. | peing really God, not ,only because

most perfect and absolutely unchange-
able being, but, likewise because in

ing e«

God either does not exist or is the

Hegel's philosophy thero is supposed
to be an indefinite, eternal elaboration
a becoming—never a being, always a
becoming. If error is more dangerous
by reason of its seductive brilliancy
and its deep concealment, then: Hegel-
ian pantheism is of all modern systems
the most to be dreaded by its double
evil of pantheism and atheism. What-
ever objections religion may have to
evolution, these it must have against
Hegelianism ; for the latter is evolu
tion carrled to the very pinnacle of the
temple. Whatever evils may be found
in rationalism they are to be found ag-
gravated a thousand fold in this
astounding exposition of the power of
human reason, of which is written inthe
head of the work, denial (f Goed and
subversion of religion. With Brahmin-
fsm there is no room for a creature :
all is God, pothing "ut God. The
creature, or what appears to be the
creature, waits, longs, strives by wait-
ing to be absorbed into God.

STEWARDSHIP OF WEALTH.

We see from gome of our contempor-
aries that John D. Rockefeller, in the
hour of his trial, is assumirg a tone of
jpjured innocence. He is appealing to
a higher court than earth can offer, not
for the remission of his fine, but for
the righteousness of his cause. Like
m( 8t wealthy men, he has found an ad-
herent, one who will console him, who,
potwithstanding the severity of the
world, professes belief in the virtues of
the Standard Oil Co. **John D.,'" says
this Rev. Baptist Clergyman, “is a
gteward’ and is responsible to God.”
As oue of the journals remarks:
“That is right ; that is seriptaral.’”’
There is no getting over the fact. But
it Mr. Rockefeller or his rev. champ.
jon thinks that the Standard Oil Co.
fulfils its stewardship by rebates and
other methods, proved over and over
against it, then justice fails in this
world and the world to come., Or if
these people think that they can hide
hehind the abstract company, direct
its grasping claws, freely employ its
gelfish,unprincipled methods, and peace
fully enjoy its ill got profits, without
assuming the full responsibility be’ore
God Whom they pretend to worship, be
fore society which called their com-
pany into existence, before the small
capitalist whose struggle has been
rendered so much harder by the com-
pany’s misdeeds, we would expect the
Arm of the Omnipotent tc be short
ened and His ear no longer attentive
to the cry of the poor. Let no man
talk of virtue which is not based upon
charity and characterized by self-
denial, The Standard Oil Co. has no
sonl, and therefore no virtue. We do
not say this as singling out this now
notorio.s company ; nor would we
charge its President with being the
only pebble on the beach. Wealth in
this case, as long ago, in Secripture not
quoted by this Baptist minister, is
building its stor<houses larger without
question of any higher call. Wealth is
reaping profit where it never sowed
responsibility.  Responsibility —must
keep pace with wealth, else wealth is
ill-got ard becomes a danger to the
individual and a menace to society.
The older consuetude of placing the
whole responsibility upon the individual
may not have advanced commercial in-
terests or stimulated commercial activ-
ity so much as the present method of
limited companies, but it protected
small concerns and prevented the cen-
tralizing grasp of business diplomacy.
We cannot go back. Nor can society

follow orimes or misdemeanors.
oannot be the habitual conduct of their
direotors. Otherwise something is most
seriously wrong : soelety is weak, the
methods are unsound, or the end is un-
worthy. There is a great deal to be
said on all these points.
soolety drifting ? As fast as the river
of time will take it it rushes to scoial-

many another leads the unthinking to
adopt socialistic theorles, it is the
career of a John D. Rockefeller and the | shows the freedom of blame which Leo
cant of his apologist. Soclalism will
a mixture— | divide what these able but selfish men
gathered without pity and hoarded with-
When that | with its whereabouts.
was called to an unworthy purpose, he
no doubt closed the transaction.
is nearly all we can say upon the sub.

where wealth is so closely associated

continually fine, imprison or otherwise | ous talk is childish.
punish these companies. Punishments | scandalized.
These | print reflecting upon a Sovereign Pon.
tiff. Forthwith he calls upon an editor | Quebec will continue to reflect honor
of a Oatholic paper five thousand miles upon his faith and his country.
away, four years after the death of the
Pope, whose good name is involved,
and asks this editor to trace it to its | Vonda, in Saskatchewan, that there is
Whither is | source. It is quite right to be sensi-
tive about the honor of our Sovereign
Pontiffs ; but we should have more |one who oontemplates moving to' the

Poverty and courage
have done far more. It might not be
the same in our modern eivilization

with industry, and where labor contri
butes the form whilst eapital supplies
the material. Notwithstanding, how-
ever, the good which wealth does by its
activity, many of ite old selfish habits
cling to it, making it forget its fellows,
binding it to sordid earth, and keeping
it unmindful of its true Master and its
higher calling.

eom——

SOCIETIES.

We have received a long communica-
tion urging the formation of a society
within the Church as universal as the
Church itself, but with aims more social
and temporal. It is useless to enter
upor a plan which is too high up in air
ever to be realized, and too low down
ever to elevate its assoeiates. We do
not say this because we wish to throw
cold water upon our friend’s aspirations
or because we are not desircus of see-
ing more union amongst our people.
We deplore deeply the disunion and
the want of public spirit, meaning, by
this latter, a Catholic public epirit. ]
Too often we are the sport of every
wind and the toy of designing politie-
jans. Our views too frequently are
low, narrow and selfish. But notwith-
standing these and many more objec
tions we fnd union in the bonds of
faith, more fellowship in the charity of
God's Holy Spirit than in natural,
self formed associations, more real ben
efit for all concerned, a stronger pro-
tection for the weak, a surer refuge for
the wanderer, a greater reward for
good deeds, an easier pardon for the
fallen, truth more securely guaranteed
and the fountains of life kept pure and
free for all. There are many associa-
tions within the Church which are not
only tolerated but earnestly encouraged
by the different authorities. We see no
reason for starting others. We do see
strong reasons for the strengthening of
those which already exist. Insuchmat-
ters we are chary -about making sug-
gestions ; for whilst union is strength
liberty is the dearest inheritance we
possess. One. other point : our cor-
respondent calls our attention to the
fact that we treated the Odd Fellows’
as an oath-bound society, whereas in
reality it is only a strict promise. So
far as our argument was concerned
there was no difference.

MONTE OARLO.

We have received a Jlong clipping
concerning that most celebrated gambl-
ing resort of the Riviera, Monte Carlo,
and the feartul tragedies traceable to
its evil influence. Suicides have run
up to the thousands— halt of them
hushed up to prevent scandal, none of
them producing more than a passing
notice, so dulled is the publio moral
sense by the surroundings. The ex-
tract sent us gives likewise a briel
sketoh of the financial history of a moat
profitable institution, One statement
it contained evidently shocked our cor-
respondent, that Pope Leo XTIl.,on the
tormation of the Casino of Monte Carlo,
was one of the first and the largest out-
side shareholders. As Monte Carlo
dates farther back than the acocess’on
of Leo XIII. to the Papal throne, the
story looks dubious. We have confid-
ene in any one of the late Pontiff's
character and reputation to think that
he would not knowingly put his money
into such a concern, or draw its tainted
profits. What the Pope does with his
money is hardly our concern. He has
a good consocience, and has as clear an
idea of what he owes to his own honor
as any wan in the world. Our corres-
pondent asks us to trace up the matter,
and find out whether the accusation is
true or false, If it is true, he wonders
what Is the good of reading the RECORD.
We do not wish to eriticizs cur corres-
pondent. We think that

He sees a statement in

former were Emanationists and the lat-

fsm. If one argument stronger than

XIII, would have.
{n the hands of agents who invested it'
for him : he was not directly concerned

that we should do without human con-
solation, still we feel the touch of a
friendly hand and the force of a kindly
word,

George's Church, St. Catharines, Ont.

sing upon his
davgers of the times.
and strong testimony to the work and

uch impetu- other phase of reciprocity.
He should not be lin is & man of large capacity, a bril-

paper gossip. The qaestion of invest- | A. P. Berube, Vonda, Sask. He will
ment and shareholders’ respousibilities | gl
regard to loostion of land, price, eto.

He left his money

If his attention
That

ect, except to make some enquiry

A OANDID FRIEND.
Whilst the highe:t perfection claims

to the Rev. Mr. Ker, Rector of St.

He seldom loses an oceasion of impres-

faith of the Catholic Church. In hislast
discourse, at his Harvest Thanksgiving,
he was quite pointed in his sympathy
towards the Church. He saw a famine
in the world, not the famine of bread
or of thirst, but of the word of God.

complaints of public dishonesty, of
¢ graft,’ of corporate wealth. Educa-
tion had ceased to be considered a

banks and ruined families were all
educated men. It was clear that a
godless system of education was re-
sponsible for the existing state of
things, which already was causing pro-
found alarm among the more thoughtful
of the community.’”” Mr. Ker likewise
expressed his astonishment that preach-
ers and men of public position could be
found ** belauding the condition of
France, as it the upheaval of social
order in that country was a movement
pricecipally directed against the Ro-
man Catholic Church, and therefore
entitled to Protestant sympathy.”” We
agree with Mr. Ker, not merely be-
cause of our Catholicity, but because
we are, and always have beer, unable
to understand how any one, no matter
how bitterly they might be opposed to
Catholicism, could And comfort just now
in France. Yet there are such men.
They do not read aright the words
upon the wall. Toronto has a couple
of them. One of them, Canon Cody,
was very communicative last year to
the students of Wyeliffe College and
likewise at St. Catharines to tte
younger students of Ridley College.
This year it is Professor Ballantyne of
Knox College. Both these gentlemen
regard the st te of France as the dawn
of day instead of the deepening thadow
of night. Uet them lay to heart this
testimony with which the Rev. Mr.
Ker closed his Thanksgiving address.
It~is taken from the Belfast Weekly
News, and may therefore be regarded
as u1prejudiced evidence. It is writ
ten by the ultra Orange staff corres-
pondent :
“] spent my holidays in France.
Lord Radstock was perfectly right the
other day in saying that no Christian
man should rejoice at the condition of
religion and education in that country.
France seems to be sliding down into
the abyss of infidelity. You may not
mention the name of God in the publie
school, but you may teach any ribald
denial of Christianity. And that is
the system which the Trade Unionists

by an emormous majority demand for
England and Wales.'

MR. OHAS. R. DEVLIN, M. P.

News comes to us from Quebec that
Mr. C. R. Devlin, M. P., has re-
signed the seat for Nicolet, in the
House of Commons, and has accepted
the position of Minister of the Depart:
ment of Colonization, Mines and Fish
eries in the Provincial Government of
Quebec. In this particular case, what
is Quebec's gain wili be Ottawa's loss.
Sir Wilfrid Laurier has a habit of
looking about the provinces for the
very choicest bits of timber for the
Federal Oabinet. If the Provincial
Governments once in a while tarn the
tables upon him and take from the
Dominion House some of its best, and
place them at the head of Provineial
aftairs, he cannot find fault. It is an-
Mr. Dev-

liant speaker, and of remarkable reoti-
tnde. We doubt not his career in

WE HAVE advices from a place called

much choice land yet to be taken up in
that district. We would advise any

ENCYCLICAL ON *THE DOCTRINES

To all the Patriarchs, Primates, Arch-

ernists place themselves in flagrant op-
position tc the Catholic Faith, is in
regard to the prlnclple'o( rollgl:;l:‘ex-
perience which they refer to tr on.
Tradition, as the Church understands zarre dootrines overturn the order of

So much noise is ralsed agminst l:it:‘.“nb’ s completely doue swhy

the Ohurch, from press, pulpit and
platform that, without losing hope or
confidence, we often wonder whether
we are living in an age of free enlight.
enment, or whether any will come at
all to understand vs.
seem to have, whose kind references to
Catholicism and its practices are not
of today or of this year.

the modernists? The commaunication
by preaching or by means of the iatel
lectual formula, of some original ex which is perfectly consistent, sheds
For to this latter, over and | still more light upon their doctrines
above what they oall representative in their addresses and writings :he§
value, they attribute a suggestive ef
One friend we | ficiency operating upon the believer in

perience.

moral force, and the men who wrecked all existing religions are true.

ive them all necessary information in

0
e

Translated for The Freeman's Journal,

OF THE MODERNISTS.”
BY HIS HOLINESS POPE PIUS X.
PIUS X, POPE.

biskops, Bishops and other Ordin-

munion with the Apostolic See.
CONTINUED FROM LAST WEEK.
Another matter in which the Mod.

What does tradition mean for (

We allude | lng Lis experiences npon non-b_lievers | ciple that faith and science are st
in order to evoke in them the religious | ers to each other.
sentiment, and bring them to the ex
periences he would have them under-
go. In this way religious experience
flock the needs and |goes on accumulating for
He bears honest | This experience is propagated not only
among the living by meaos of preach
ing properly so called, but is transmit
ted from generation to generation either proclaim it loudly.
orally or in writing. This transmis-
sion of experience
vicissitudes.
and grows ; sometimes languisthes and
becomes
standard that the
¢ On all sides,’” said he, ** they heard whom life and truth are but one, judge
of the trath of religions.
lives, it is because it is true; if it were

maokind.

undergoes mainy
Sometimes it takes root

extinet, It is by this
Modernists, for

If a religion

not true, it would not survive. The
logical deduction from all this is that

FAITH ELIMINATED FRCM SCIENCE.

We have arrived at a stage, Vener-
able Brothers, where wo have a per
fectly clear view of the character of
the relatiors which the Modernists
establish between faith and science, in-
cluding history. In the latter they
assert, in the first place, that the sub-
ject matter of faith and science is
totally different. Faith concerns itself
with matters which scierce declares
aro unknowable. They therefore, move
in quite different orbits. Science de-
votes itself exclusively to phenomena ;
faith has pothing to do with them ;
faith concerns itself with the divine
which transcends science. It follows
then, that there can be no possible
confliet between science and faith.
Each remains in its own province and
therefore they can never collide, nor
even contradict each other. It one
should raise the objection that there
are certain things in visible nature
which depend upon faith, as for in-
stance, the human life of Jesus Christ,
the Modernists will deny it. They
affirm that it is quite true, that those
matters by their nature belong to the
world phenomena ; but inasmuch as
they are penetrated with life and
faith, and inasmnch as they have been
transfgured and disfigured by faith,
they under this special aspect, with
draw from the domain of the senses
and under the form of matter are
transferred to the divine order. To
the question whether Christ performed
real miracles and uttered true pro-
prophecies, whether He rose from the
dead and ascended into Heaven, Ag
nostic Sclence will return a negative
answer ; faith, an affirmative one,
When it becomes necessary to avoid a
contradiction it will be pointed out
that the negation is that of a philoso
pher addressing philosophers, of one
who regards Christ as & historical re-
ality ; and that, the negation is that of
a believer addressing believers, of one
who considers the life of Christ as
lived anew in faith and by faith.

FAITH sUBJECT TO SCIENCE.
After all this one who would enter-
tain the thought that there exists be-
tween science and faith no kind of sub
ordination would be greatly mistaken.
That there is no subordination, so far
as science is concerred, is very true;
but, it is not true in regard to faith
which is subjected to, science in three
ways. In the first place it must be
noted that in every religious fact, with
the exception of the divine reality and
the experience of it by the believer, all
the rest, particularly religious formu
lae, is not outside the sphere of phen-
omena and consequently not outside
the scientific domain. Let the be-
liever retire from the world if he will;
but so long as he is in it, he wust obey
the laws and judgment of science. In
the second place if it is asserted that
faith bas God only for its object, we
must understand by the statement that
is the God of the divine reality, and
not the God of the idea. The idea is
tributary of science when the latter
rises in logical order to the absolute
and the ideal, It is the duty of sci-
ence and philosophy, them, to recog-
pize the idea of God, to guide it in its
evolution and if it accumulates foreign
accretions to correct it. Hence
the maxim ot the Modernists :
religions evolution must co ordin-
ate with morsl and intellectunal evo-
lution, or better still, subordinate it-
self to it, as one of the leaders of the
Modernists expresses it. In brief, man
will not tolerate the dualism in himself.
Hencs the believer is stimulated by so
profound a need of synthesis that he
harmonizes sclence and fsith in such a
way that the latter never antagonizes
the conception the former forms of the
universe. In this way Science enjoys
complete liberty so far as Faith is con-
cerned. But on the other hand Faith
becomes the slave of Science, despite
the fact that they are said to mwave in
wholly different spheres. Ali this,
Venerable Brothers, is contrary to the
teachings of our predecessor Pius IX.,
who wrote that “in all that regards
religion it is not for Philosophy to com-

oconfidence in them amd less in news- North-West to communicate with Rev.

them in all piety and humility,
ad Ep. Wratislav, 1857.) The Moderp.
jets reverse this order, y
earned for themselves the reprinang
administered by another of our ;,xaé;.
cessors, Gregory IX., who wrote of cer.
tain theologians of his time : "
are some among you who, puffed up
with vanity, seek to substitute profane
novelties for that which was prmiu{d
aries who are at peace and in com- | for you by the Fathers, who actuated
by a desire of making an ostentationg
d’splay of kn.wledge wrest the Sacred
Writings to make them agree with ra.
t'or alist doctrines whilst at the same
time they bestow no thought upon the
question of benefitting their hearers,
* % # Who seduced by unusual and hi.

their works.
in it coul. be indorsed by a Cat

disdain Fathers and Councils; as «

what is to be belleved, but to e
it with a -nbmlnlon' enllghte:-‘:in:o
reason; not to try to fathom the mmg

t the mysteries of God, but to revere

(Brev,

They have

“ There

things, making the Queen the servant,

Letter addressed to theological pro.

fesso) s in Paris, A. D. 1223,)

The conduct of the Modernists,

seem to contradict themselves, to be
wavering and undecided. That is far

order to awaken in him the religious from being the case. Everything is
gentiment, which perhaps has become weighed, everything is planned, bug
dormant, or to facilitate his reiterat- this is done in the light of the prin.

Read a pa
The sentiments cont

Turn the page and you would i \gine

you were reading the work of a ration-
alist,
no mention of the divinity of
Christ; if they ascend the pulpit

If they write history they ms

As historians

chists they quote them with respec

If you notice, there are for ther
quite distinct exegeses, namecly,
theological and pastural exegesis, and
the scientific and historical cxegesis,
In virtue of the principle that science

depends in no way upon faith, the Mod-
ernists when discussing ma'ters of phil-
osophy, history, eriticism, loudly vcice
their contempt for the teachings of

the Fathers, the ecclesiastical hier
archy and the Ecumenical Councils,
having no horror of following in the
footsteps of Luther. If they are re.
primanded for this, they declare that

their liberty is trampled upon. In
brief, seeing that faith is subordinated
to science, they openly and at all
times blame the Church for obstinately
refusing to subordinate and ad.pt her
dogmas to the views of the philosophers.
As for the latter, after having mades
clean sweep of the ancient.theology,
they set themselves to the work of in

troducing a new theology which willbe
more pliable as regards the vagaries of
tLese same philosophers.

THE MODERNIST A8 A THEOLOGIAN—
IMMANENCE AND SYMBOLISM THE
TWO GENERATIVE PRINCIPLES.

Here, Venerable Brothers, the

Modernist theologian presents bimscli,

The subject is a vast and complicated

¢ne. We stall condense it into a small

space. The question is to conciliate
science and faith by the simple process
of subordinating faith to science. The
method of the Modernist theologian
consists in accepting the principles of
the philosopher in thelr entirety and
adapting them to the needs of the be-
liever. In other words he accepts the
prineiples ot immanence and symbolism.

The philosopher sfirms that the prin-

ciple of faith is immanent ; the believer
adds : this principle is God ; the theo-

logian concludes: God is then immane

ent in man. Result : theological im-

manence. In the same way, the phi'c

sopher declares that the representa
tions of the object of faith are pure
symbols ; the belicver adds : the object
of faith is God in oneself ; the theologian
concludes : the representations of divine
reality are, them, purely symbolicals
Result : theologicsl symbolism.

These are glaring errors each more
pernicious than the other as way be
clearly seen by the consequences flow-
ing from them, To begin with symbols
jsm. Since symbols are at one and the
same time symbols in regard to the
object, and instruments in respect of
the sabject, two consequences must
follow ; the first is that the believer
must not adhere strictly to the formuls,
in 80 far as it is a formula, but he should
make use of it solely in order to reach
absolute truth, The formula at on®
and the same time veils and unveils.
It makes an effort to express itsell
without ever succeeding. The second
consequence is that the believer mast
use these formulae according as they
aid him for they are given to him in
order to belp his faith, not to complit
cate it ; with proper regard, however
for the social respect due to formulae
which the public magisterinm ha
deemed suitable for expressing the
common consciousness until such time
as the same magisterium proves other
wise.
IMMANENCE.
So far as immanence s concerned,
the views of the Modernists are so di-
vergent that it is hard to know what
are their real opinions on this subjects
Some of them hold that Gud is wore
present in man, than man is present i
himsel{—which rightly understood, i®
irreproachable doctrine. Others wmaine
tain that the action of God is one with
the action of nature, the first_causé
penetrating the second cause, which 18
equivalent to the dolng away with the
entire supernatural order. Finally
others hold views which can hardly b
differentiated from Pantheism. These
Modernists are consistent and thorough*
ly logical.
DIVINE PERMANENCE.

To this prineiple of Immanenoé,
there is joined amother which may be
oalled divine permanence. It differs
from the first in much the same W87
that experience transmitted by tradl-
tion differs from simple individual ex
perience. An example which can
taken from the Church and the 8A0rA
ments will illustrate this subject. e
Modernists declare that we must nob
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