
It is truc that in this upward series of ereation we do not fiùdl
ail the lines of life to begin at the sanie time. The limes of lower
life are first. In the vegetable kingdom the order is * Thallogens
Acrogens, G3rmnogens, Exogens. But these lines when once
severally begun are carried up to the close by the creation of mew
species in ecd, the whole bursting forth in our present mag'nificeut
flora. Again, in the Animal Kin-dom the order of the limes is:
Molluscus, IRadiata, Articulata, Vertebrata. Ina cd of these sub-
kimgdoms tic gencrie and specifie lines of creation increase in num.-
ber as they ascend and in the human pcriod emerge in a magmifi-
cent procession of animal Mie the leader and lord of whieh is m.Au.

Aithough our autior doca not give mucli proinineace to this
phase of continuous creation observcd in the geological record,
lie yet affords ample evidence of its truth. For this we would
refer the reader te pages 116, 335 to 337 and to Appendix F,
page 370. iReference xmay also be made to tic 14th ehapter of
"Agassiz and Gould's Principles of Zoology."

From this sketch of geological fluets we thiak that the periods of
life revealcd by the rocks do not correspond with our author's
scientiflo interpretation of the day-pcriods of Genesis. Upon no
Écientiflo priaciple can it be said that we have in gcologyfirst tie
creation of plants and then in two stages or periods thc creation
of animais. To make geology agree with the day-period hypothe-
ais it would require to be shown that aIl flic plants werc created
at one pcriod, ail the fisies, birds, batrachians and serpents at
nother; ail thc inamnnals at a third, and aIl too in regular succes-

sion. Now we miaintain that geologý,ical science eau, upon mo
scientifie arrangement of its inaterials, be miade to yield such
resuits. No advantage is therefore gained by interpreting the
"day " of Genesis in thc non-maturai sense of a long period;

for even tien tic long pcriods of the record will not agrce witli
the long periods of the rocks.

In these circumstanees we must therefore come to one of two
conclusions:

lat, That geology hai not yet reaehed that stage at whiiei its
iixductions or results eau be regarded as sufficiently determined or
final as to permit their adjustmcnt with the statements of thc saered
record. This is the position which unscientifie, theologians and
critios are very apt to assume. Tiey eonscqaeatly say to the
geôlogists Il agree as to, tic final inductions of your science, tell no
vhén ydw ia'v reaohed tic limits of yùur discoverieâ, tien, coimë
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