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SCIENTIFIC DEPAIRTMENT.

SCIENCE ÂND RELIGOoN-MIL I. VART ANI) EVOLUTioN-BLA0K WALNUT AND BinR
-APLCÂ'rîoN OP ELEOTRICITY

lu the so-called conflict between Science and Religion, many people try to
make us believe that ail the hard and unpleasant things are uttered by the
Scientists, the defenders of Religion standing meekly on the defensive. It
is a niatter of fact, huwevcr mucli to be rcgrctted, that the religious press
maintains a hostile attitude to those scientific wvorkers, whose views it regards
as not quite orthodox. Wc admit that Scientists of no very decided religious
views frequently look with somethiug of contempt on the defenders of religion.
Nor can we wonder at this, for occasionally the votaries of religion make
assertions, and prctend to carry on argumentLs, in a manner that shows theni b
be Ignorant of the coxnmonest facts of Science. Here ia a case ia point. Sir John
Lubbock, as Preside: t. of the British Association, speaking of the character of
the interior of the eArth, said that "(T1e whole thcory of igneou.s agencies,
which is littie less than the whole foundaLion of theorctic geology, must be
reconstructcd on the basis of a soiid earthi." Because of this utterance, the
New York Observer la in great gice, imagines it has a grand opportunity for
stri king the Scientists a stunning blow, and makes the attempt. Itays: uOne's
indignation exceeds bis surprise when he reads sucli an ignominious confession
by men of the highiest standing in the Scientific world. Aftcr long years of
fierce contention, that the Mosaic account of the carth's creation la inconsiat-
eut with the dctermincd, settled, iminutable facts of geology, we are now coolly
informed by the great teachers of science that the wholc foundations must be
reconstruicted."1 It will be observed Sir John Lubbock yields nothing in the
inatter of facts; it is theory of which lie la speaking, hence the Observer's
exultation is vain. Again, we read: IlThe admission that the British and
American Scientifie Associations do flot -vetknow whether the earth is a solid
'body, or filled with fire and water, and that the whole foundation of the
science 0f geology la bo be tomn up and rcbuilt, indicates the most stu-
pendons failure of mxodern times."1 Verily the wisdoni of this sentence is
great. The Observer in one sentence quotes Sir John Lubbock as saying that
the earth is now thought b hec a so]id, and in the next takes upon itself bo
say that Scientista do mot yet know whetber the earth la a solid body.
Besides, Sir John Lubbock neyer nieant that mere facts of Geology were no
longer to, be regarded as lacta. He simply saya that the theory with reference
to tbese facta, bas to be rebnilt. Such articles as the one in question do
religion more harm than good, and Christian men will find it bo their advan-
tage to leave Religion to, careful Scientific works instead of eritrusting ith
defence bo snch illogical and xnisrepresenting defenders. This may be seen by
cornparing with the Observer's misrepresentations the publicly procl *aimed
views of that eminent naturaliat, Milne-Edwards. Hle believes that the Bible
contai-as many anticipations of Scienfifie discovery. P'rom the fact that
the Jcws were forbidden bo cnt swine's fiesh, he secs an anticipation of the
discovery that the hog la in many cases the lioBt 0f parasites injurious bo man.
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