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J^H^. ^ u?*" ?>• Unj««^ State, in 1876. Great Britain stUl holdttbe

i?lw"n'^"'¥ S 9«>'°«'?J «a»i7- The geolofisU Jama Hntton,
Deluc, Bucldand, De U Becl>e. eeofogical sp4uIa?ons in the first hal/

Pl..toni.S^*T**°S' if"'"'^-
Amusing iquabblet of the Neptunisti and

riutonists. LyeU rites into prominence, and advances the uniformitarian
theory. The chamois hunter, Penaudin, propounds the boulder-chder theorr
Agassis eagerly seizes upon the crude ilea, wd worlcs it up iiuo^matSl
age of once upon a tune. It was at first a matter of ridicSle, but presentlyLyeU and othen smously adopt it Geology in its two sides- practical and
2^,'« J; »•?** ^r"*°L^^ ^"'"'» ""» Thompson's idleTp^Ubons as to the age of the world. The great scientists diffeT^forty dJiUmis

?-i^»i°'?l'F w*\ "'"J'f * beginning nor an end
; and is onlyu imper-

fect record at the best, and largely a speculative story without dates of any
tand. Idle theories about the structure of the earth. Biography of LyeiHis theories about Niagara Falls disproved. Sir Archifciaf Gdlde ^
agrees with LyelK Geology harmonises to some extent with the Biblicalnanahve of the Creation. The Oceans have always been, from the first.
Where they are now. Their Hydrographic surveys in recent years, and what
these surveys prove beyond aU doubt . ...... , . Ai}7a8.

CHAPTER III.

The Theory of Evolution considered In its Relation to
Revealed Religion.

Evolution sdentitolhrdeKribed. Darwin's Origin of Spedes. WhatHux-
ley thought of It. Herbert Spencer's opinion of Evolution. Is not an induc-
tive sdmce, and is still m embryo. Does not account for a beginning, nor
contradict the axiom that nothing ptoduces nothing. The molecule, or
atomic, theory not a modem idea : on the contrary It was the product ofanaent Greek atheistical philosophy in the sixth century b. c. The Epicurean
phUosophy: Hume's atheistical Ideas : Lamarck's and Owen's contioVmy at
to the fixity of speaes. AU exUting animals in their wUd state ate srecisely
the sune as they were at the first. Sir William Dawson states that manwas almys what he is to^lay. The oldest skuU discovered might be that ofone of the present ceneration. Cave discoveries. LyeU ontem^ changes.Summmg up of all the evidence in the case . . . .
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CHAPTER IV.

Ancient Sacred and Profane Chronology. Its Relations
to Biblical History.

Hutorical sketch of andent dironolcwy. It has no starting-point : and is
accOTdingly mvolved m inextricable confusion. This is espedalfy the case as
regards the history of andent Egypt. Dates and perioib of Manetho, the
nmrptian historian, not sustamed l^ the monuments and papyrae inscriptions
and cannot be relied upon. The decipherment of Hieroglyphical writinsmade matters worse instead of better. The mistakes of Lepsius and Marietta
and of other Egyptologists. French archgeological forgeries. The blunders
of archzologists as to ages of Egyptian antiquities. Early BaMonian
Chronolocr ahnost as uncertain as that of Egypt. Mistakes of Berosns, the
Chaldean historian. No fixed q)och in Babylonian Chronology untU the rdgn


