
studied, and wvho conscientiously accepts the tcachinigs of both thcology
andl science.

Science, of course, should be priniarily an independent study.
Scientists have no Lime and little inclination ustially to study theology,
and neither have theologians, as a ruie, the opportunities to beconie
ma-sters of science. WVhen science lias demionstrated a fact there, rau bc
no gainsaying, it; it %vill oveî-ride any theological clogmna; but a1 scientific
theory does nu.thinig of the kind. For instance science lias provc'l that
our world was not mnade iii six days of 24 hioturs, as iL iised to be bielieved,
andi theologians accept the fucel and iind it iii no way inceusistent withi
their Bible.

Science bas p>-ov-.d that evolutien lias t'ken I)lIace, and is takiîg

pl ice, in both the animal and vegetable world, and theologianls accelpt
these iftcts also.

But science bias neot 'yet proved that evolutiori is the cause of all the-
varions fora of lufe w-'* have te-day, and it lias iiet yet promet!, and I ain
confident neyer can pr-ove, that any life can originate of itself Let it
pirove even the former of these propositions, let it trace back every
animal and -vegetable to one original speck of protoplasm, and even- then
science will net do away wvith. the necessity of a creator."

AMr. Taylor went on to expiain, how Dr. Bastian's theory of abio-

geniesis liad been conipleteiy upset by the experiments of Prof. Tyndall,
and then said : Yen w~ill see therefore that there is ne necessarv con-
flict between the theery of evolution and theology. Both parties (the-
theologians and tlue scientists) are often rather uinreasenable. Theole-
gians have sometimes been tempted I know te dogmatise unnecessarily,.
but on the other band scîentific men are constantly asking thein to

sw.allowv pounds of theory withi every few grains of fact. 1 fer one arn
ready te accept the facts, and I believe that tire principles of evoluition,
bave been conclusively proved, but I do net feel called upon tc, accept
at present ahl the extravagant theeries that the more extreme discipleg
of Darwinisrn bave put forward.

In conclusion, niy excuse fer intreducîng this subject into an address
on conchology znust be the fact that frein this science evoluitionists have
drawvn some of their strongest arguments, while in it aIse they have
met with seme of their greiatest difficulties.


