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|2 owx d g which “ G.E.W." would presame to §

%t uveis theory is utterly untenable, That the B
a,of the eis 2o figuratively employed in Serip- @8

g fh o oty OF conrse denies, butthat it is to be |
e 5iry oo,
pil" (b o

AT of siz matural days.  Not that they

fran il ipmoment question the high antiguity &

[ fsks s or conntenance the notion that it was.

mﬁr;bﬁ[‘gﬁ:isteum at the commencement of the &

cs g eeiiE. The © unknown millions of years”
o (s i BECOUNE for geological phenomena
a fmiﬁi!w’ an interval between © the begip- [
i 3 :Izsnlube creation, and the time when @
[z, @ U530 ponstitnted as to
lmpi ISR As to ocoupy npon it.

oo s brgiliately preceding his creation —when

) it o It’ the six days commenced —the earth
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M who are, for the most part, mere |
tfidels, T think it is the part of every f
ikes g profession of Christianity, to |
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the subject are satisfied that the time ?

it wa have more reasonable grounds to &4

i remodelling of pre.existing materials” :
| This is the opinion commonly received. It wonld
1| be easy to quote the testimony of many other dis-

%fﬂiiﬂh he had made!’ " Bat it is one of ;

k that has not yet terminated, or of |8

|| earliest period of geological history. But accord.

| destroyed. " This at once precludes the iden - of
i ingix days the Lord made heaven and |

Uiy g, on, and all that in them is, and rested & ' superficial ruin, must have been furnished by

ory. answers can be given, might be [

pﬁ,ﬁ?aﬁm seo that the Kypothetical vantage f I| beanty from the wreck of the old ong, than that

i in this connection T refuse to admit, @
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: it the rocks with the truth of revelation 4
bt o 1R e e o time spoken of in Genesis to &
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suit the condition §

Nor can the slightest evi-( 8

4% every reason to infer, from facts o
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b JE7 fessor Tyndall (in words that sesm bo i

| . Dr.J. Pye Smith say=:—«Qnr planet was bronght
|| info astate of disorganisa ion, detritus, or rain from

o former condition ; and it pleagad the Almighty,
Wise, and Benevolent Bupreme, ont of that state
of ruin, to adjust the surface of the earth to
| its now existing condition,

 The earth,” says Dr, Chalmers, “lapzed into a
chaos, from the darkness and disorder of which

| the present system or economy of things was made
| to arige”

“ The Bible,” says Dr. King, “ recognises in the [

first instance the great age of the earth, and then
| tells us of the

long Euhsaguent in order fo render it a fit abode
§ for the family of man. The wark of the six da;

strict sense of the term, but a renovation, a

tinguished anihorities in proof of its correctness.

But this is unnecessary. No ons acquaintbd with
the scientiic works of the writers I have Jjust
referred to can for a moment donbi their com-
petency to form o judgment either of Biblical
exegesis or geological evidence fully entitled to
our confidence. r

Here, then, is the precise point towhich I would
ask the attention of your readers: Darwin’s thaory
requires the varions tribes to have been in progress
of development during eycles of ages —{rom the
ing to the express teaching of Seripture, a
comparatively recent date every order of animated
beings on the surface of our world must have Heen

development, and shuts na up to the conelusion
that the earth on being changed from o shaps of

special exercise of creative power with the races,
which we have in existence in the present day.
“Is thera anght in the rude and boisterons play
of a great physical catastrophe,” Dr. Chalmers
asks, © that can germinate those exquisite struc-
tures P ® ' * ® " Wo seo in the sweeping enorgy
and uproar of this elemental war enough to acconnt
for the disappearance-of all the old generations,
but nothing that can cradle even generations info
existence.” « Nov can we,” he again very naturally
remarks, “ better aceount for 80 goodly a creation
emerging again into even forms of animation and

' the Spirit of God moved on the face of chaos, and
that nature, tarned by the lass catastrophe info a
wilderness, was again repeopled at tha uttorance
of His word*

But independently of anything stated in Serip-
tare, wa learn from the testimony of geology that
violent ageneies have in numerons instances inter.
fered with the regular sequence of natore’s
operations, and swept existing races off the snrfaco

the researches of Palmontology, that during past
periods of geological history onr world has changed
its inhabitants at least half a dozen times ; and
anatomists tell ns that the changes in organic life
are so complete—each successive gronp of animals
80 distinet and separate from that which preceded
it—that the different races eounld not possibly have
existed in the same state of climate and general
condition of the earth’s surface. Geologists for
the most part are of opinion that new species were
introdueed in large numbers at particular opochs;
and some have endeavoured to show that there is
a well marked coincidence between the disappear-

ance of extinct tribes and the varions physical (&
revolutions, which have prodnced the mountain [

systems of the globe. Int it is of no material
consequence whether we belisve this, or supposs

that old races were destroyed. by a ehange of £

climate or some other eanse. The great question
is how to solve the enigma of the several distinet

and new creations by which they were always §

replaced. Are wa to seppose with the anthor of
“The Vestiges” that “it in a mean view of the
Great Author to sappose Him oblized to come in
on frequent occasions with new feats, or special
interferences,” and in accordance with the views
of your correspondsns, believe that new species
always grew ount of the old ones by a process of |

natural development ? Sir Isaao Newtown has §

said that “the growth of new systems out of old.
~ones withont the mediation of Divine power seems
to me apparently absurd;” and the absurdity
must appear more evident skill to those who fesl
satisfied that before new species came into exis- |
tence the old ones had entirely disappeared,

* Thus," as the Rev. Mr. Conybeare remarks, we AL
see that geological evidence strikes at once at the | b
root of every sceptical argnment against miracles,” Tev's

Dr. Hitehcock says, “Even Hume wonld hardly
deny that the creafion of whole series of animals
and plants was miraculons.” And again, “every-
thing,” says Sir Charles Bell, * declares the'species
to have its origin in a distinet creation—mot ina |

gradual variation from some oviginal type. # * & |
And any other hypothesis than that of a new [0

creation of animals snited to the successive changas
in the organic matter of the globs, the condition
of the water, abmosphere, and temperature, brings
with it only an accumulation of diffienlties. It is
not necessary to be informed of the method aecord-
ing to which species were introduced ab firat.
However, we are not forbidden fo inquire into the
matter ; and I suppose there can benothing wrong
in go doing. But facts alone can establish onr
reasonings on a basizs worthy of being trusted.
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i ; the whole extending &
< thm:ﬁ-h the period of six natural days.”

changes it underwent at a period [

%t 1 (ely wo cannot be expected to accopt as §8 was not, according to.this view, a creationin the &

ki .“,11&!-;:{ an argument., a dogmatic asst_a-r:tian b
i 84\ pwhich cannot possibly be established. 8

the influence of mere hypothesis
elaim on our acceptance.

have no rational
And, indeed, the theory

under discussion is entirely hypothetical, for apart

from vagne and extra

ant conjectures, there is

not the slightest evidence of its troth. And,
besides, we can more easily conceive how the

various animated tribes may have bes

n called into

existence by no other instrumentality than the
mere utterance of a word, than prepare to swallow
half the monstrous absuorditics involved in the
belief that “no organism is, or ever has heen
created, that was not mieroscopic;” that  what-
ever is larger hasnot been created but developed.”
It is roadily admitted that the special inferposition
of the Almighty was reqluimd to originate the

simpleat species of anima
And surely no reasonable man can

culm at the beginning.

doubt but it

was a3 casy with Omnipotence to form the most

complicated and perfect race of beings

in maturity,

by a single act of creation, six thousand Fears ago,
as at an earlier period to ereate the smbryotic
mounds from which it is presumed that, by a
procees of development, they have arizen.

Next month

hope to ba able to show your

readers that the assumption isnot less opposed to
the facts disclosed by the great stone record”’
than it is to the testimony of the Bible.

Bincersly younra,

<H. W. B.







