
CHRISTîANiTY AND> CIVILIZATION.

ieIl tîjnet. Men refused to accept the CopeÛrnican theOry beCause it was iris re. coîîflit Witil the Bible. The great Protestant reformer, Martin Luther,Aiid as ilit of the Inost bitter opponents of Copernicus. He called him angehi -od fol,' said he was trying to "upeet the whole art of astronomy,"rîîuîin i ndl refutation of his theory appealed to the teachings of the Bible.The Hoiy Scriptures shw"said lit, finit Joshua connmanded thetjpro. eun, and flot the earth, to, stand sti11 " Table Talk "). The antiquity1te ofteeartlî now t'stablishied to dhe satisfaction of ai intelligent men,gious was violentIV OPPosed by the tîteologians, because it was not in luarmonyliait wjîh the noions current among the Jews a few thousand years ago. OWee. cannot estimate to 'vhat extent geology has been kt.pt back by the fablet lia, of a tîniversal deliîge, as recorded in the seventh chapter of Genesis.»SSe. G;eologists theinselves, under the influence of Bible teachings, thoughtlived the facts disproving such deluge must be 'ilusive. Long after the falsityNçow o! the story was absolutel~ demonstrated, theologians continued to uFenean it to prevent the acceptance by the people o! the fants of geologicalider. science. Even non-, the great mass of the clergy are accustomed to refertb@ ta that fable as thoingh it were ian actual event, while the more advanceda. teologians maintain that the flood was confined to Asia Minor, and theanimiale carried into thte arIt were siînply a few domestic animais, cbaim-ieliiig that the Bible cani le interpreted te, harnionize with this v'iew. They1ines Ire sharneless enough to get a new lease of life for their 8ystemn by suchlatie a statement as tbis, whean the language of the Bible is go clear, go un.18 ta aistakable, so uneqîtivocal, that no honest maan can read the story ofse of the Flood and doubî that the author meant a deluge extending over thetil hale earth, and destroying ail animaIls not savd in ftic ark.elAs Christianity, by acct*pting as aîîîboritative the statemnents of thevail. Bible pertaining to scientifie matters, lias opposed geology, go has itJ ~prsecribed and arrested the progreas of almiost evcry other science.the Who," says Huxley, " shahl number the patient and earnest seekersse slter truth, fro tnhei days of Galileo, until nom, whose ]ives have beenand enlaitere and shahr cooune h ste ! thaer mnwhoen sense o! truthand erntiîred andsal n theroonae bîete bf hea miaen ealn of hibli-îbi. lias been destroyed in the effort tu, harmonize impossibilities-.whose lifethe tas iteen wasted in the attenhpt to, for-ce the generous new wine o! sciencent into the old bottles o! Jodaisin, compelled by the outcry of the sameuel strong party ?
Use "h is true that, if philosophers have suffcred, their cause bas beenthe snpiy avenged. Extinguislied theologians lie about the cradie of everye, science as the strangled snakes beside that o! Hercules; and history
nds records that, vihenever science and orthodoxy have beon fairly opposedIilli. the latter has been forced tu retire from the liste, hleeding anýi crushed:'if flot annihilated ; scotched, if not siain. But orthodoxy is the Bour-ing bon of te world of thought. It learns not, neither can it forget; and,,i thoigh at present bewildered and afraid 10, move, il is as wiîîing as everern tw insist that the first chapter of Genesis contains the heginning and the
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