
HisLokdshxp the Most Bey. Dr. Moran deliveredMs promised
lecture in aid of the erection,of a church at Port Chalmers, on
Tuesday evening, in theTemperanceHall,thesubject chosenbeing"TheBankruptcy of Liberalism." Anumber of the clergy of the
diocese werepresent,andoccupiedseats on theplatform, amongst
whomwas the Very Rev.the Vicar-General.

HisLordship said that the subjectof his lecture was, ashad
been announced, "The Bankruptcy of Liberalism." By this was
meant that in all the professions it hadmade,Liberalism had
proved itself a failure. Everyone who hadpaidattention tothe
the history of the day would be aware that Liberalismwasat
present triumphant everywhere

—
it was unnecessary, then, to

delay them in adducing proofs of this. It was in the name of
Liberalism that they found all the old Governments of Europe
had been revolutionised;and the object professed by those who
haddone thiswas toimprove the conditionof humardty. Itwas
only from the time thatBismarck, for example,placedhimselfat
the head of the NationalLiberal partyin Germany that he was
enabled to date his triumph. It was in the nameof Liberalism
thatthe provincialliberties of the States of Austria had beenall
sacrificedtocentralism. InSwitzerland,thehistoric liberties and
independence of the smaller cantons had been all sacrificed to
centralism in the name of the same doctrine. Cast their eyes
anywhere, and they would find that this principle was now
triumphant,not onlyin States whichmade open professionof it,
butinothers. Even Russia itself felt the presence andacknow-
ledged the power of Liberalism. They might, therefore, take it
as a fact that it was triumphanteverywhere,andthey foundevi-
dences of its triumph in the laws, constitutions, and politicsof the
day of thenations of the world. At the same time anyone who
wouldobserve thematterclosely must come to theconclusion that,
notwithstanding its triumph,Liberalism was afailure, or,in the
wordsinwhichthe lecture hadbeenannounced,abankrupt. They
wouldaskhim what wasunderstood by Liberalism, andit was the
morenecessary togive adefinitionof it whenit wasborneinmind
thatstatesmen of differentpolitics acknowledged themselvestobe
Liberals. Gladstone, forinstance, wasaLiberal;so wasBismarck;
Minghetti, in Italy,was a Liberal. Those whobrought back the
kingly government in Spain for the mostpart calledthemselves
Liberals. Many of the statesmen in France declaredthemselves
tobelong to the same party,and so it was everywhere. These
mendifferedinpolitics,yet theywereallLiberals. Itwasevident,
therefore, that there were many shades of Liberalism, and this
madeitsomewhat difficult togiveadefinition of it. At the same
time it wasnot impossibletodo so. They mightinthis instance do
what certain philosophersdid when they wantedto point out the
characteristics of any race. Theydidnotinvestigatemongrelraces,
butwent to thepurestock, andstudiedtherewhatwereits charac-
teristics. They werethenenabled tosay whether ornot anyother
race,is alliedto thispure stock, fromthe features theymay discern
in itcommonto the originalrace. If theyadoptedthe sameplan,
andwent tothe realLiberalandstudiedhim,theywouldbeenabled
todiscern theprinciple thatlay at the foundationof this doctrine.
Itappearedtohim that if theymade such an investigationthey
wouldfindLiberalismmightbedefinedthus:

—
Thatdoctrine which,

maintains the perfect independenceof human liberty. Its charter
may be consideredtobe the Declaration of Eights by theFrench
Assembly of 1789. They would find these three principleslaid
downin three severalarticles:Firstofall,itwasdeclaredthatman
dependedupon his reason alone, and was not responsible toany
superior power;secondly, that everyman has theright to reject
Christianity, andendeavortocause others torejectit j andthirdly,
itwas declaredthatChristianity in the eyesof the State was no
more thanamereopinion,and wasplacedupon a footing only of
equalitywithall opinionsanderrors. Ashesaidbefore, therewere
a greatmanyshadesof opinionsamongstLiberals;buthethought
they allmightbe summed upinthreedivisions,andtheracemight
bedividedthus:

—
RadicalLiberals,ModerateLiberals,andCatholic

Liberals. He wouldspeak of Liberalismso as tospeakof the
doctrinerather thanof themenwhoprofessedit. RadicalLiberal-
ismwasthat whichwasstraightforwardandstrictlylogical— which
avoweditsprinciples, and did not tecoilbefore any one of their
legitimate,logicalconsequences. In the intellectual orderit was
free thought— the doctrine which taught that human reason
dependeduponitself alone;that a man was responsible only to
reason,andnot|responsibleforhis acts to any higher power. In
the religiousorder it waspure individualismj that is, it was the
negation of all dogmatic teaching andof all priesthood. In the
politicalorderit was demagogism—

thatis, therightof themasses
to change or destroy at their will andpleasurepoliticalinstitu-
tions. And in thereligious-political order,itwas the subjugation
of religious society— or the Church

—
to the State in everything.

This was Radical Liberalism;andnowhe cametoconsider what
was Moderate Liberalism. This undertook to hold the middle
place betweenpure Radicalism andpure Catholism, and rejected
both equally. This Liberalism recognised, side by side with
free thought, an authority which itcalled eternalreason,andit
would not refuse to call this, if demandedof it, the reasonofGod,but,at thesanetime,ofa God who only reigned, but didnot
rule. ItplacedHiminthe position of a Constitutional Sovereign,
andgaveHima ministry whichwas responsible,not to him,butto
humanity. Inthereligious order, it admitted ofworship, but left to
every man the right to select a form for himself. He was tobeat
libertytoworshipGod,not inthemanner Godhasappointed,butin
Che mannerthatrecommendeditself tohisown judgmentandreason.
Inthepoliticalorder,thisModerateLiberalismrecognised theneces-
sity ofauthorityto rulethe mawes,but Landedorer the exercise of
thatauthorityto theenlighteneddaises,andtaughtthatthieauthority

"was tobe exercisedby meansofParliaments. Butit wasnot satisfied
with teaching that;Parliamentshadthe power to regulateliberty and
theexercise of authority,butplaced Parliaments overauthority itself.
Inthe religiouspoliticalorder,it wouldabstain from openly persecu-
ting the Church

—
it wouldeven favorherandendowher

—
but onlyon.

conditionthat the Church wouldadmit its superiority,evenin things
purelyspiritual,orrelatingexclusivelytothe soulitself. Lastly,helad
to define what was meant by Catholic Liberalism; and here they
found thatit wasnot so mucha doctrineas a tendency anda spirit.
This did not deny any doctrines defined by the Church, or any
clearly taught doctrine of Christianity;butit considered that these
werenot applicable tohuman affairs, at least in thepresent day. Ifc
professedawonderful respect for the principles of Christianity

—
bo

great a respect indeed thatit thought they ought to be keptunder
lock and key— they ought not to be permitted to be sulliedby the
profanebreath of the worldorof humanaffairs

—
that they ought to

be respected and cherished, but ought not to be brought out to
interfere with the course of human things. Thenext consideration
was:Whatis theprofession of— what are the promises made by

—
Liberalism? Liberalismcommencedits careerbypromisinga glorious
future to its votaries. There was to be Liberty, Equality, and
Fraternity; education was to be spread abroad, and the material
interests of man were to be promoted wonderfully;universal
charity was to prevail;nations were to become as brothers, and
wars were to be atanend. A gloriousprospect was heldout before
tlie eyes of humanity; and now it was for them to' wee whether
or not this had been realised. Itstruck him that anyone who
hadbeen anattentivestudentof Liberalism for thelast Beventy or
eighty years wouldgo along withhim tothefollowingconclusions:—

Inthe intellectualorder
—

andnowhe would use an expression
thatmight soundharsh,but still he was convinced it wasappli-
cable toLiberalism— ithad led to the systematic brutalising of
reason. Inthe second place it had led. to the degradationof
science;thirdly, to the decadence of literature andartj fourthly,
to the mutilation of the soul and the destruction of liberty of
thought;andinthe social and political order it had been the
deathof liberty. Ifthese statements were true, it wasclear that
Liberalismwasbankrupt, because it had been a failure inevery
promiseandundertaking it had made. Inthe first place, then,
Liberalism hadledto the systematic brutalisationofreason^ All
whohadlivedfor half acentury, andwhohad studiedthehistory
of their own period attentively, will call to mind the fact that
about the time when they wereyoung, Liberalismmadepopulara
certaindoctrine whichcouldbeonly designatedas anexaggerated
Spiritualism. From the very first Liberalism rejected all
mysteries inreference toreligion. But the Liberalism of which,
henowspoke,or thatparticularphase of it, was an exaggerated
Spiritualism—

a borrowed dream from Malebranche to the effect
that reason was capableofadirect intuition of the absolute, and
thatby meansofhigh, culture itcould attain to a transcendental
knowledgeof the True, the Good, and the Beautiful;ittaught
that Christianity haddone its work well,but that the day offaith,
■wasnowpastandshould givewayto theday of reason. As Chris-
tianity succeededtoJudaism, and.perfected and completedit,so
this rational Spiritualism was to succeed Christianity to perfect
andcompleteit. Itwasnotto "be anything differentin substance,
"but only inmode

—
none ofthe truths hitherto acceptedweretobe

rejected,but they weretobeput in a new formand tobeplaced
beforehumanityscientifically,sothatthetheologianwastobea.s_the
philosopherandthescientist. Keasonwastoexplain,eveninascien-
tific way,the sublime doctrines of the UnityandTrinity of Gtod,
theIncarnation, andother mysteries

—
it wastoascendabove faith,

whichhada humblerkindof mission. Faithonly professedto see
these truths throughaveil

—
itacknowledgedanobscurity whichit

couldnot penetrate,anditacceptedteaching uponauthorityjbut
reasonwasto goabove this,and to have an intuitionof allthese
truths

—
tosee them directly andscientifically,and todemonstrate

them as onewouldapropositionin Euclid. Some of them were
oldenough toremember when this was the fashion. Of course
they wouldunderstandhim as sp \king not in reference to any
particularcountry,butof the "wfc \world. It was necessaryin
discussing a subject of this sort ix> take a very comprehensive
view,andto generaliseverymuch. He might say at the same
timethathe hadprincipally in.his mind France

—
the theatrein

whichthis doctrine hadbeen freely developed. At the sametime
bisremarkswere applicabletothe other countriesofEurope,inso
faras they embracedLiberalism. Let them go from thatstateof
thingsto whatthey foundat present. Now, all that reverie was
passedaway,anditwasnot aquestionupoa whichreasonablemen
caredtowastea moment's thought. And what had succeededto
it? PurePositivism. This was the doctrine which rejectedall
philosophyandreasonitself, and which was the only doctrine out-
sideof Christianity whichhadanypoweror influence at the pre-
sentday. They wouldbear in mind thathehadsaidLiberalism,
rejectedmystery. This was a fundamentalprinciple. Jouffroi,
oneof themost illustrious disciplesofits firstmasters,saw he was
obliged todeclare thatmysterylayatthefoundationofphilosophy.
Hiswords were

— "We believe—that is a fact. Put the question
is,whether is ourbelief well founded ornot." He, however, was
sufficiently aLiberal to reject all the mysteries ofChristianity;
butheacceptedas absolutelynecessarythemysteriesofreason.He
recognised the existence of God,of aProvidence,ofaCreation,and
of asoul,theunionofthesoulandbody in theone personality,and
ofeternalrewardsandpunishments,andtheseheheld— he(Bishop
Moran) tookhimasatypeofhisschool

—
astruthsofnaturalreligion—

truthswhichhesaidreasonitselfestablished. Afterhim camea»
representativeman ofanotherclass

—
Littre,atpresent oneof the

memberß of the FrenchAcademy, whowasraisedto thatposition
through whatwereconsideredhis literarygifts. Littre" said they
couldnotadmitthemysteries of reason,andhe wouldhavethem
no more than the mysteries of revelation. And what was the
answer of Jouffroi tohimP Headmitted the difficulty,butcould
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