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whioh has been thoroughly investigated, posi
tive 'testimony t ?- tho truth, of the Bible. Yon

?will bear in mind that, although tho Biblo is a

voluni3 of writings inspired of God, yot tho

copyists by whom these -writings have been

transmitted to us, and the translators who ren

dered them into our language, were liable to err

oquilly with tho copyists and translators of

other ancient books. We have, thoreforo, no

reason to be surprised or troubled if science

have shown; as undoubtedly it has,
both that

the Hebrew and Greek text from which our

EnHish version was mado is, in many places,
'

corrupt, and a^o that in that version many

?words and sontsnce3 have been incorrectly ren

dered. On the contrary, it is a strong confirma
tion ef our faith, that not only do not the. errors,

although numerous, serious'y affect any point
of faith or duty,

but the correction of them

has frequently furnished an answer to some

previous objection. You will also remember

that, although the diligent and humble student

ot tho Bible may confidently expect, in answer

to prayer, that the Holy Spirit will teach him

and guide him into all truth, yet ho cannot
so depend upon Divine inspiratiou as to bo

able to say that his interpretation of every par
ticular passage is certainly correct; and this

liability to error, which attaches to every

Christian individually, attaches also to tho

?whole church collectively. We cannot wonder,

therefore, that soienco, as it has detected spu

rious readings and false renderings, so likewise

should have shown some generally received in

terpretations to be incorrect. At the samo time

we can readily understand how, when these

various errors were first exposed, an outcry
arose that the truth of the Bible was at stake.;

and that if scienoewere permitted to teach such

things, man's belief in the sacred volume would

be gradually undermined and destroyed. But

it has not been so. We now have no difficulty

in believing that the earth is a globe suspended

in space, and that it rotates daily about its axis,

and revolves annually round the sun. The

language of the Bible, which seems to represent
it as a vast stationary plain, and to ascribe day
and night to the motion of the sun, we now

readily interpret with reference to things
as they appear to us, not as they are

in reality. Such language is not inac.

curate, any
more than it would have

been for one of us, when leaving England
for Australia, to speak of the shores of our

native land rapidly receding from
pur

view. J n

the same manner we are now quite content, 1

suppose,
to give up 1 John v. 7, although some

of our fathers of the last generation contended

most earnestly for retaining so distinct an affir

mation of the doctrine of th9 Trinity in Unity.

T, therefore, have no difficulty in admitting, not

only that science sometimes his for a while

appeared to contradict the statements, but lh.it

in many instances it hag also necessitated mo

difications both of the received text and inter

pretation of tha Bible. This testimony is both ?

negative and positive. The negative his been

usually overlooked ;
but it is very remarkable,

and to my mind in itself quite conclusive lie

collect for a moment of what a variety of writ

ings tha Bible consists.
?

In the Old Testament

we have a collection of distinct books of the
most diversified kind— historical, didactic de

votional, prophetical,
in prose and in poetry

written at intervals extending over a period of

about 1100 years, by men of th-? most various

characters, and in the most different circum

stances. In the New Testament also we have

another collection ef a very various, although
not so various, description. Yet, if we except
the first eleven chapters of Genesis, thereis no

one portion of the whole volume in which it can

even plausibly
be alleged that science has found

a flaw. There are many things difficult to be

explained in the Bible. There are discrepancies,

real or apparent, between the books of King3
and Chronicles, between 'tb.6 narratives of the

several evangelists, between the historical re

ferences of the martyr Stephen and the apostle
Paul. But all these d ffioulties and discrepan
cies lie upon the surface. They have not been

'brought to light by scientific research. Any
reader of ordinary intelligence may perceive
-h-un. Science, so far from adding to, has, by
the exp'anations which it has suggested, greatly
diminished both their number and their force. | In
not a faw instances where science seemed to

have detected an error, science ha3 itself con

firmed the accuracy of the Bible. Some
;

of

these I shall mention presently. What I now

want to impress'on your minds is, that neither

the science of history nor that of language—
neither the investigation of the archceolgiyt nor

that of the geographical explorer— neither

natural history nor natural philosophy has con

victed one of the sacred writers of any actual

mistake. In the Bible there is found no such

fabulous animal as the phoenix, referred to in the

Epistle of Clement to the Corinthians, no such
?

absurd reasoning as that of Plato for the im

mortality of tho soul ; no such controversy wifh

any trustworthy histerian, as- Xenophon's

'Cyropedia'' exhibits to the narrative of Ho

rodotm. It is' quite true that the Bible wa3 not

-

writtea to teach us general history, or geology,
or natural history, or natural philosophy; but

if its writings
were inspired of God, we should

at least expect that any statements which inci

dentally occurred in it, relating to any branch

of science, would be accurately true. And

?what I now assert is,
that science has not

shown any of them to be false; and that;,

taking into consideration the character : of

the Bible, this negative fact is alone con

clusive testimony to its truth; and I might

add, not only to iis truth, but its inspira
tion also. But, further, science has, npon every

question which ha^s been thoroughly investi

gated, borne positive testimony to the truth of

the Bible. The time at my disposal does not

permit me to adduce pr»ofs of this assertion from

tha discoveries of Layard in tho ruins of

Nineveh, the larsre aciditional knowledge we

have recently acquired of Egyptian history,
and the inscriptions upon

th» rooks of the

Sinaitic desert ; but I will notice one or two

particulars which can be briefly told^
as show

ing in a remarkable manner how science has

removed difficulties which itsolf has suggested.
You remember that a king of Babylon is related

to have sent messengers to Jerusalem to con

gratulate King Hezekiah upon his recovery

from his sickr ess, and' his success aiainst the

Assyrians. Bat, during a long period of years

'before and after the reign of Hezekiah, Babylon
?was under the government of the -kings .-of

Assyria. Here, then, seemed to be an hist .rical

mistake. But the more exact knowlo-lge re

cently acquired has shown that preoiso'y at the

time when the Bible mentions this king Babylon
had revolted from Assyria, and Baladan h'nd

established in it an- independent monarchy,
which, howover, was overthrown- a few years
afterwards by tho Assyrians. I will take an

other instance from tho New Testament history.

Sergius PjiuIu', tho ruler of Paphos when Paul

and Barnabas visited the island, is desoribed as

the 'deputy,
% e the proconsul, of the country

This was the title of the governors of those

Roman provinces whioh were under the Senate,

and was never given to' tho rulers of provinces
?which wero under the direct government of tho

Emperor. Tho rulers of those latter woro called

proprietors orlegati. Now Paphos was originally

an imporial province, and so it was thought that

ho title of proconsul was incorrect. But it has

iBce been pointed
out that a Roman historian

elates the Emperor Augustus to have ex

changed this with the Senate for another pro

vince; and hence thotitJo is proved to be

correct. Tho following instances aro of anothor

kind :— Tho ancient idea that the oarJh was en

closed by a solid concavo canopy, inwbich the

stars was fixed, bas boon shown by science to bo

erroneous, and, therefore,, the word
' firma

ment' used in Gen.
i.,

whioh expresses tint

idea, is clearly wrong. But while the soience of

natural philosophy condemns our English Bible,

the science of language cloirs tho original

Hebrew of all responsibility from tho error, the

word used in it moaning, not a 'firmament,'
but an tfexpan:O.' Again, natural history
has taught us that whales do not belong
to the clas^ of animals related in Gen. i.

to have
'

been created on the fifth day,
but to the order of mammals, which were created
on the sixth day. Here appears an incongruity ;

but again the soience of language holp3 us, by
p -inting out that tho word rendeed

?'

whales'

properly sgnifies 'monsters,' and aptly de
scribes those saurians which occupy so promi
nent a plaoa in that geological epoch. Two
more proofs of the confirmation of the truth of

the Biole by science I must 'mention. One,
whioh I have never seen . noticedi and which,
therefore, may perhaps not strike others a« it

strikes me, ia afforded by the discovery of

Galileo, to which I have already alluded — the

rotatory motion of the earth, by whioh the al

tarnations of day and night, and the rising and
setting of the sun and moon. are. produced.
Through this rotation of the earth the apparent
motions of the sun and moon are so connected
with each other that if the one were stayed in

its oourse the other would be stopped likewise ;

whereas if tho earth were stationary, and each

of these revolved round it, their motions would
be independent of each other, and thero would be
no reason why, if one wero stopped, the other
should not go -on its course as oefore. Now,
we have an account in tha Bible of the sun

being miraculously stopped, and wo are ex

pressly told that the moon, in accordance with
the true theory of the earth's motion, was

stopped also :
'

Sun, stand thou still upon

Gibeon ; and thou, Moon, in the valley of

Ajalon. And the sun stood still, and the moon

stayed, until the people, had avenged themselves
upon their enemies.' The other, and the last

that I shall refer to, is the most remarkable of

all : inasmuch as it distinctly demonstrates not

only the truth but the inspiration of Genesis I.

It is the correspondence of the geological with
the Bible record of the creation. Bear in mind
that Moses, or whotver wrote that chapter,
must have been wholly ignorant of geology, for

there is not a trace of the existence of this
science

among mankind in the early ages of the
world. Bear in mind, also, that he could have
obtained no information concerning the creation
of the world from any human source. Upon
this subject neither he nor any other man could

have known anything, except by revelation from
God. The account, therefore, must have been

either inspired of God, or else a pure
fiction of

the imagination. Now, that it' was not the

latter is irrefraerably proved from the confir
mation of its statements by geology. Suppose
anyone thoroughly acquainted with geology to

be required to give a summary history of this

earth, the succession of plants and animals upon

it;
and the laws which have regulated their re

production, could he do it in the same space
—

with the same accuracy? I will' venture to

affirm that he could not. Let us just ca'l to

mind the several steps in the work of creation
as they are related in Genesis, and observe how

geographically they describe a series of events

each of , which is verified by the discoveries of

geology. The Bible history commences by
telling us that 'In the beginning God cr ated
the heavens and the earth ;' and it proceeds to

represent the oarth as entirely destitute of all

vegetable and animal life, and immersed in dark-
,

ness. This description exactly agrees with the
conclusions of geology, thedarkue3S, doubtless,
be:ag occasioned by the tbick vapors, through
which the sun's rays could aot penetrate. The
creation of light upon the earth, which we can

conceive to have been produced by the thinning
of those vapors, is afterwards related ; but, in

the mention mado of the Spiiit of God brooding
upon the faoe of the waters, there is an intima
tion of animal life having been previously pro
duced in -them; and this, is

quite consistent
with the geological record. Next comes the

creation of the expanse, the space occupied by
the air, when the larger

s

portion of tho sur

rounding vapor was gathered into clouds, form
ing the waters above the expanse, which were

thus divided from tho waters under the ex

panse. Tho latter still continued to cover the

earth. But the Biblo Btory tells us that the
next step in the progress of creation was the

gathering together of those waters, and the con

sequent appearance of the dry land. This would
be the natural upheaval of all the great chains
of mountains which geology tells ua occurred at

that particular epoch. Here, again, the two
records agree. Upon the earth being thus pre

pared, we read that the dry land was imme
diately covered with vegetation ; and this fact,
too, is attested by geology. And now we

come to a very remarkable part of the Bible
story, the making' of the two greit lights, or

rather luminaries, for the earth -the sun and
the moon. At first we are perplexed at this

statement ; for we cannot doubt that the sun

and moon were oreated at the beginning with
the earth. But this perplex ty is 'removed by
the explanation, that then these luminaries first

beoame visible— shone clearly farth upon the
earth. And it is very remarkable that the
effect of sunshine is,

at that epoch, first dis

tinctly indicated by geology. The manner in

which it is indicated i3 exceedingly curious.

During a long series of nges the plants (I use

the word as including all manner of trees) with
which the earth was thickly covered were all of

a character that required for their growth heat,

moisture, and shade ; and hanco we may infer

that the earth was then still overhung with
thick fogs, whioh tho rays of tho sun were un

able to penetrate. Bit at the end of that

period, as their fossil remains show, there be

gan to appear forests of trees, tho hardness of

whose wood, and their season lings, proved that

the earth was then in sunshino. On the fifth

day, as it is called, our Bible record relates the
creation of nil manner of aquatic reptiles and

bir.is, and this likewise agrees with the geolo
gical history. For it was at this epoch that, as

it tells us, al! the great saurians abouaded upon
the earth, and that birds first began to fly ia

the heaven. Hitherto according to both re

cords, no mammals, ie. no animals of the

highest class of being, existed upon tho earth ;

but now, in this sixth and last ora, the Bible
desoribes their introduction, aud geology aloo

bears its testimony ta the fact. Nor is our com

parative review yet. complete. There is still

one point more to bo noticed. Whatever dis

putes exist among them about tho antiquity of

man, all geologists are agreed that he was the
last oreated animal upon tho earth. Thus they
C3nfirm the Bible narrative in this also, that,

when all else was fiuished, and Gjd saw that it

was good, He said, 'Let us make man.' Thus
the brief record in Genesis is confirmed in every
point by the rosults of geological soience. That

record may suggest many questions as to de
tails which wo are unable to answer ; but

this inability doo3 not in the least im

pair the force of my present argument. What

I affirm i8,
that such a perfect correspondence

between scionco and Genesis i.,
in so many par

ticular's, upon a. subject on which nothing oould
have boon known except by Divine revelation,
can bo explained enly by the truth, and there
fore the Divino inspiration, of this portion of

the Bibie. I can only just remind you
of tho .

controversy upon this subject, aud tho doubt
and porplexi y occasioned by it,

oven up to a

few years ago. Even now many ho3itato to
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accept the -interpretation which goolog3r sooms

to me to rondcr necessary, and to which I s=ce

no reasonable objection, that the days in the
Bible record do not maan periods of twenty
four hours, but long eras of timo. I must also

content myself with simply mentioning that

, geology affords no oounteuanco whatever for

the hypothesis of Darwin and the 'Vestiges
of Creation,' but--, on the contrary, confinn.s

the statement of the Bible that God created

every plant and every animal after its kind.
The following out of this 'argument has com

pelled me. to draw very largely upon your

patience; but I trust, my friends, that I have

succeeded in proving to your satisfaction the

truth of my proposition
— that science, al

though it sometimes has for a time ap

peared to contradict the statements,
and

in many
instances has necessitated modi

fications of the received text and inter

pretation, yat has always borne not only
negative, but . upon every question which

has been thoroughly investigated, positive

testimony to the truth, of the Bible.

The third proposition, which I shall now en

deavor to establish, is this. There is no

reasonable cause for us to doubt that all

?recent scientific discoveries, and the specula
tions to which they have led, will likewise issue

in tho confirmation of the truth and inspiration
of the Hole. The discoveries and specula
tions to which I particularly allude are those

relating to the antiquity and original condi

tion of man, which have lately excited so

much attention. A few weeks ago, my friend
Dr. Bremby delivered a very iuteresting lec

ture upon them in this b lilding. The hypo
thesis by which ho would reconcile the

facts of science with the Mble story,
is not,

in my opinion, admissible; and there were some

expressions used by him in his lecture which
I greatly regret,

?

as seeming to indicate a

doubt r^ speoting tho title of the Bible to our

unqualified belief in matters of history, and
as likely to be misapprehended by many of his

brethren; but while I feel bound to say

thus, much, I am not going- to run a tilt against
my friend. 1 am quite sure that, although
he may differ from me in some particulars,
he has an equal reverence with me for tie

Bible as the divinely furnished treasury
of all religious truth, and with respect
to all m itters of Christian faitk and

duty, would be equally earnest with my

seif in contending for its inspiration of God.

From the great variety of particulars compre

hended in it, this branch of my subject is ex

ceedingly difficult to compress within the

short space
that 1 am able to allot to it, and

I. must therefore strictly ooufiiie myself to

those matters whioh are essential to my argu

ment. The course which I shall adopt will

be, first, to bring together the several classes

of facts which science presents to our con

sideration for determiaing the two points that

I have mentioued, the antiquity and original

condition of man, and to notice some of the

inferences which have been drawn from them,
and -afterwards to examine what the Bible

tells us about them. We sha'l then be able

to compare together
the respective testimony

of thase two witnesses, and observe whether
the conclusions of soienco disagree, and if so,

in what particulars, and to what extent, with

the statements of the Bible. Several quite
distinct classes of facts relating to the early
ages of man's existence upon tho earth have

recently caused scientific men to attribute a

very great antiquity to the human race. Of

these, tho first to he considered is the evidence
which history an$ tradition f xrnish of tho ex

istence at an extremely distant period of

highly -civilised nations, and the establishment
of powerful empires, such as those of Egypt
and China. Little doubt appears to be enter

tained by persons capable of forming a cor

rect opinion, that the Egyptian kingdom dates
from at least 2700 BO., and that the authentic
records of the Chinese empire extend back up

wards of 2000, and probably 2300 or 2400 years
before the Christian era Next, there is

another class of facts, described at some

length, and with much graphic- power, by Dr.

Bromby, in
? bis recent lecture, which are

thought to- indicate that man was an inhabitant
of the earth very long before that time, jj'or

my present purpose
it is necessary that I should

briefly re-state them. In England and France,
in certain strata, and among the bones of

certain extinoo animals, of a kind that
geologists hid previously regarded as long an

terior to the existence of the human race, have

recently been discovered flint and other stone

implements, known now by the name of ceits,

together with, tools of bone, and broken pieoes
of a very rude species of crockery, which

clearly show that a race of men in a very low

state of civilisation was coeval in that part of

the world with those extinct races of animals ;

also
? in the extensive peat bogs whioh are

found in various parts of Denmark have been
disaovered implements of stone, bronze and
iron, lyin? in the successive strata of the
bogs— the stone being in the lowest, the
bronze in tho Dext, and the iron ia the most

recent strata; and, what is especially notice

able, in the lowest strata with, the stnue im

plements are found tho prostrate trunks of

Scotch firs ; in the next higher, with the im

plements of bronze, tho trunks of daks ; and da
the most recent, with the implements of iron,

the trunks of beoche3. Hence it is inferred
that there was in the country a succession of

forests of
fir, oak, and beech, with which

the successive races of men who used these

various materials were respectively contem

porary. But neither the fir nor the oak
has been for the last 2000 years known to

grow, or cm now be made to grow, in Denmark,
and therefore it is argued tha- many ages must

?

have elapsed since the existence of th^se ancient

forests, and consequently since those ancient
races of men dwelt in or near thorn. Denmark
likewise furnishes othsr remarkable relics of it*

primeval inhabitants.- The shores of |its islands

'aro dotted
'

with numerous mounds composed
of gnawed bones and shells of fish, such as are

not now to be found in that neighborhood, in

terspersed with Btone implements. From the
circumstance that in these old

'

kitchen heaps,'
as they have been appropriately called, no re

mains of any extinct animals, with tho excep

tion of the urus, or wild bull, which was alive in

the day3 of Julius Ctesar, are found, and a'so

that the flint knives and hatohots are of a more

finished description, it has been inferred that
thesa mounds belong to a later period than tho
relics in England and Prince of whioh I spoke .

jnst now. This is therefore called the second

stone period. In Switzerland, again, there exist

very curious remains, which are of quite a dif
ferent character, but which toll a timilar story
of its ancient inhabitants. A largo number of

the lakes in that couutry contain the ruins, ifjthey

may
be so termed, of villagos whijh were built

on platforms raised upon piles, in water from
hi t. to 15ft. in depth. The sito3 of those vil

lag--s-*«, tho mul undor tho platforms on

which they were huilt — afford abundant evi
dence of tho condition and habits of tho people
who dwelt in them.' In some

—

principa ly those
of the Eastern lakes— no implements, exoept of

stone, horn, and bone, have been found; but

yet, in these are indications of an'advance in

civilisation beyond the people of tho stone age

in Denmark. In other3,' whioh aro confined to

tho Western and Central lakes, bronze weapons
and utonsils have been dredged up, some of

thorn tearing a close resomblance to those
whioh have been found in Denmark. Tho in

habitants of all these villagos aproar to have
domesticated tho ox, tho snoop, the goat, and

tho dog. and to have cultivated wheat and bar

ley. But in those of the stone age, hunted
beasts seem to have been eaten more commonly
than the domestic animals, and the revorse in

those of tho bronze age. Thare is yet another
class of facts which are adduced in this argu

ment, viz
, those -which ethnology and the

science of hngusge have made .us acquainted
with. It appears to be now goueral'y acknow

ledged that, while all the manifold races of

mankind blend into one another, they may be
classified under three types: tho Caucasian,
which includes the principal European and

many
Asiatic nations ; the Mongolian, of whioh the
Chinese may betaken as representatives; and

the negro. There seems also to bo no reason to

doubt that those three great divisions of the
human family were characterised 3000 or 4000
years ago by the same broad distinctions as at

present. This, as respects the negro, i* actu

ally proved by ancient Egyptian pictures, in

which he is e'early portrayod, and it
may, I

think, be not unreasonably assumed of tho Alon
golians also. In correspondence with this

threefold division of mankind, there is likewise
(and th s i3 a very curious coincidence)' a three
fold division of the various languages of the
human family. Science has now grouped these
also in three classes; one of which, the Ayran
—

or, as it is sometimes called, the Iranian or

Indo-European — constitutes, in its many

modified forms, the language of the Caucasian
race, and includes the Sanscrit, the Greek,
and the German. Another, tho Turanian, is

the language of
'

the Chinese, and (strange to

say) that, although with some peculiarities, of

the American Indians ;
and the third is the

language of the negro race. Each of these

families of languages may
be regarded as having

existed as long as the race of men which uses

it. In this brief summary of principal facts

which modern science has brought to light,

relative to the antiquity and original condition
of man, I have nternly put together results

which I have taken, and whioh you might any
of you have taken, from the common popular
works, upon the suV j

ct. I have not examined,
and in many caso3 I should not be, able to

judge of the evidence — historical, archajologi
cal,. geological, ethnological and grammatical

—

from which these results have been deduced,
but I accept them as I accept the phenomena
of natural history described by Darwin, upon

the authority of the various scientific men who
have made these several branches their peculiar
study, and whose characters justly entitle their

statements to oredit. They certainly present
to us a problem, »the solution of which, while it

is a matter of no small interest, is one of very
great difficulty. I do not pretend to be ab'e ti

solve it; but I trust to be able to satisfy you
that, if it ever be solved, it will be in a manner

consistent with the truth of the Bibie. But,
before proceeding to compare these facts with

the statements of tha Bible, it is necessary to

notice some of the inferences which have been
drawn from them, and which, although all con

jectural, and some, in
my opinion, certainly

erroneous, are usually assumed to be as oer-
?

tain as the facts themselves. This is one.

From the- circumstance that D-snmark, and
perhaps Switzerland (although this is by no

means certain), was occupied successively by
races which used stone, bronze, and iron for

their tools and weapons, it has been inferred
that in the history of mankind a stone has

everywhere preceded a bronze, and a bron'e
preceded an iron age. But this is a quite un

authorised generalisation, and, so far as I know,
entirely unsupported by f icts. I am not aware

of any traces of a stone age in Egypt, or in -

any of the ancient Eastern empires. No celts

or kitchen heaps have been found in those

countries, which appear to have been the
earliest abodes of man. No argument has
been adduced against the hypothesis that, ab

the very time when thi inhabitants of Den
mark were forming their kitchen heaps, aud
those of Switzerland dwelling- in their lake

villages, the Egyptians and Assyrians had
already attained a high state of refinement and

skill in the arts. As has been remarked,
the stone

age has continued here in Aus

tralia even to our own day, and lake

villages are menti med by Herodotus to have
existed in his time. The fact, therefore, of

a people using only implements of stone or

bropea does not prove them to have been more

ancient than others which had learnt the art of

smelting and manufacturing iron. Again, it

has been inferred that tho.-e ancient people,
who at the first only used stone implement -i,

gradually advanced in their knowledge of the
arts— first finishing more highly their tools of

stone, then discovering the art of manufaotur

ing bronze, which, as bronze is a compound of

two independent metals, wou'd require no small

degree of knowledge and skill, and afterwards

become artificers in iron. But I hi, vo found no

evidence whatever of any suchgradual progress.
The lake villages of Switzerland were certainly
destroyed by a hostile race ; and the earlier

races in Denmark may have be.en in like manner

exterminated by others more warlike, and more

skilled in the arts than themselves. Of a similar
character is a third inference, which in my

opinion is utterly groundless—viz., that all

the most highly civilised nations of the world
emerged from the same' original state of bar
barism, and gradually advanced to their present
condition of civilisation. Of this, the facts that
I have stated afford no proof whatever. So far

as we learn from science, there never was a

period at whioh tho
'

Egyptian aud the Chinese
were ignorant of the arts ; nor would such ig
norance, if it existed, necessarily imply a state

of barbarism. It would not imply any moral or

intellectual deficiency. We might as well speak
of our. great Alfred as a barbarian because he
was ignorant of the use of tho

compass, and the
art of printing, and tho manufacture of gun

powder ; or describe Bacon and Newton as

living in a barbarous age because men wore

then unacquainted with the use of gas, the

power of steam, and tho electric teleg aph, as

infer that a race of men were barbarians bo
cause they could not manufacture iron or bronzo.

te'ence really gives us no data for determining
with certainty whit was the moral and intel

lectual condition of man, or what knowledge of

tho arts he possessed when he first appeared
upon the earth. It does not enable us positively

todecida whether the savage race3 who have

heretofore existed, or who now exist, have
have gradually sunk into their present low con

dition, or whether the civilised nations of the
world have gradually risen out of a state of bar

barism. For myself, however, I should have no

doubt, even if I had only the light of soience to

guide mo,- that the former alternative contained
the true explanation of the phenomena. Tha
indications of ancient civilisation in Amerioa,

and other parts of the world, the traces
whjuh

many existing savage tribes exhibit of haviDg
formerly hold a higher rank in the human,

family, the instances which history has recordpd
of tho degeneration of nations— all appear to

show that the natural tendency of man is to fall

rather than to rise. I have dwelt at some

length upon this question, bocau6e_ the view
whioh wo. take of the oondition of primeval man

has a direct bearing upon his antiquity. If we

-»ssume that man originally was in the condition
of the aboriginal Dane, or, to make tho nature

of the assumption more cloar, the aboriginal
Australian, we moy cortainly conclude that
it must havo taken many thousands of ye,ar3

for him to raiso himself to the condition of tha
anoient Egyptian. I do not believe that
he ever oould have so raised himself. On
the other hand, if we believe that man in his

primoval condition waa a being of high in

tellectual power, then there is no
difficulty

in concoiving that within comparatively a,

few yam
—

so soon as the race had begun ta.

multiply upon. tbo- earth— cities and empires,
like thoso of Egvpt and China, woro builb
anl established. The inferences which have
been deduced from geological calculations ro

specting tho ago of the relics in tho caves at

Brixham in England and Abbeville and Amiens

in Prance, and thoso in the mounds and poit
bogs of Dornark, and the lake villages of

Switzerland carry with thorn more authority.
But the calculations from which they are drawn
are based upon hypothetical data ota very un

certain nature, so that evon they canuot claim
to bo regarded as certain conclusions which we

are bound to accept as science. At the best they
tire only probabla conjectures. One other cir

cumstance I wish you particularly to observe,
viz., that science, although it traces up the
characteristic differences wtiioh now exitt be

tween the virious raco3 of man, and tho lan

gunges spo'ten by them, t3 an unknown anti

quity, doos not ouablo us to iiiscover the origin
of these differences. In respect to language,
Max Muller appears

to have traced out with

wonderful skill the affinities which exist between
-

them, and tho modifications which some of

them have experienced in the lapse of years ;

but, so far as I can leara from secondary infor
mation (for I have not been able to find time to

road his works), he has not established the pos

sibility, still loss has he proved thefjet, of

having grown out naturally from a commo'

parent stoJt. Science, therefore, does not di

allow the belief that the diversities both of race

and language which now exist all originated at

one and the same period, and not according to

the order of nature but by a supernatural

agency. Here let us pause, and before wo turn

to the Bible let us review tho classes of facts

that we have to deal with. First, there is tho
: acknowledged existence of the Egyptiau and

(. hinese, and the probablo existonce of other
empires at a period ©f not lo-;s than, say,
2700

years
B. 0. Secondly, there are the visible

remains of a race of men who lived before

many species of anima's had become exlinct,
and when tha surface and climate of the earth,
at least in the northern parts of Europe, were

very different from what they now are ; also

the remains of one or more uncivilised races

which inhabited Denmark and Switzerland in

prehistoric times. Thirdly, there are the dif
ferences of races and languages which can be
traced up as far as we have any knowledge. of

the human family. These are I. think, the only -,;

facts which science has as yet established. The
length of time since these several races in
habited the countries where their remains have
been found, the condition of primeval man,
and the origin of existing races and languages,
are all matters only of moie or less probablo
conjecture. And now what does the Bible tell

us? It tells us first of all, that God said. 'Let
us make Adam' (so it is in the original Hebrew
without the arlicle) 'in our image, after our

likeness ;' and in the following verse,
'?

So God
?

created the Adim' (here the article is pre

fixed) 'in his own imago, hi the image of Gml
created He him, male and female created He
them.' In the next ehaptor of Genesis we bave a

more particu'ar account of man's creation. 'The
Lord God formed the Adam of the dust of tho

ground, and breathed into his nostrils tho

breath of life ; and the Adam became a living
soul.' I may here notice, in passing, that tha

Hebrew word for ground is Adamah, which, as

you will observe, is closely allied with Adam.
The Adam was formed out of the adamah. The
narrative proceeds to tell of God placing tho
Adam in the garden of Eden, of the provision
made for him, and the commandment imposed
upon him ; and then it relates how God bi ought
all the various animals to him that ho should
name them; and how he gave them all their

*

distinctive names. But it tells there was not

found for Adam (not the Adam) an. help meet

for him, and therefore God took one of the libs
of the Adam, and of it He formed woman.

From this account it is evident that Adam, .
or the Adam, was, according to the Bib'e. no

'

savage, but a being of great intelligence, as

well as of a perfect moral pui ity. Afterwards,
as is related, by his transgression of the Divine
commandment he lost his moral

purity, and so

sin entered into the world and produced its

baneful consequences on all his descendants.
Cain, who, as we infer from tho Bible narra

tivo, was his fir.-tborn son, became a fratricide,
the murderer of his brother Abel. Thence
forward the corruption, of morals rapidly in

creased, until the wickedness of tho Adam be
came so great upon the oarth that God, we are

told, destroyed the whole race, with the excep
tion of Noah and his famiy, by a great flood :

'

of waters. This catastrophe, which in refer
ence to our present subject is the second great
event related in the Bible, took place, accord

ing to the chronology of the Hebrew texb,
which is retained in our authorised version, in

the 1656th year after the creation. We are able

to fix this date from the genealogical record,

in the fifth chapter of Genesis, and a similar

genealogical record in the eleventh chapter
enables us to calculate the period from the

flood to the birth of Abraham Accor iing to

our English Bible, this was 852 ye^rs. and from

other data which the Bible sjpplios the poriod
from the patriarch's birth to tho commence

ment of the Christian era has beon calculated
at 1995 years. Thus, by this, reckoning, it

appears that less thau 6000 years have elapsed
since tho creation, and less than 4400 sinca the

deluge. Both these numbers make tho origin
of man to bo of a much more recent date than
the facts which I just now stated, in the opi
nion of ssmo scientific men, indicate. Henco,
as formerly in respect to tho six days' creation

of the world, different attempts 'have been
made to bring the Bible narrative into agree
ment with the received thoory of scienco.

For effecting such an agreement two S'lirges

tions have been offered. One is, that in

the accouut of the creation tho word Adam,
which appoars to have been often used by tho

Hebrews of man in general, and is frequently
rendered by man in our English Bible, denotes,
not an individual called by that name, but tho
human race ; and that many years havo elapsed,
and that many

countries of the world tnay havo
been peopled, before Cain and Abol were born

into it, This is tho hypothesis of my friend Dr.

Bromby. Tho other, which has been proposed
by

,

M Causland, in a work called 'Adam and

the Adamite,' aud by an anonymous writer hi a

. book entitled ' Genesis of the Earth and Man,'
is of quite an opposite character. It supposes
Adam and his descendants to have formed only
one of the racoi of maakind — tho Caucasian ;

and that tho two other races
— the Mongolian

aud tho nej?ro— existed loDg previously, bub

that of them the Bible tolls us nothing. But be
sides others, which I neod not now stop to men

tion, there is one objection to both those hypo
theses wh:oh appoars to mo quito conclusive,

vis., that they are inconsistent with the doctrine

of the New Testament fc-'criptures. For, first,

in hi3 epistlos to the Romans and Corinthans,
St. Paul make3 tho personal individuality of

Adam, whioh he assumes as an acknowledged
fact, to bo tho foundation of his argument, con

corning our redemption by and resurreotion

with Christ. If you look at Romans v. and 1

Corinthians xv., you will see that not only tho

correctness of the apostle's statement, but tho

truth of his doctrine, would be invalidated by
supposing that the first Adam by whom sin en

tered into the world, and death by sin, was not

ono man in tke same Bense as was the second

Adam, our Lord Jesua Christ who redeemed us

from sin and death, and obtained for us tho gift
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