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years anterior to the era of man. Again,
when it is said in biblical phraseology
that  ““God rested on the seventh
day ” it is clear that the words
cannot be taken in their strict sense,
for God being a pure act, it is impos-
sible that he can remain in a state of
inactivity during any instant of His
existence. It need not, therefore, be
inferred from the words of Genesis
that God, by a direct creative act
brought out of nothing the various
species of plants and animals now on
the earth.  Indeed, many of the inter-
preters of Scripture clearly stated that
the animal and vegetable kingdoms
may have been developed from life-
germs created at the beginning.  There
is certainly nothing in this view which
is at variauce with revelation.

But, as to the formation of man, the
paragonof terestrial beings, concerning
whom God, after h.\\m“‘ LOUI]\L“Cd
with his own divine Pu‘sonx, no longer
said ““ Let it be made,” as in creating
the rest of the material universe; but

“ILet us make man to our own
mage and  likeness,” we must be-
Heve that his soul was directly created,

i. ¢., brought out of nothm(r, and that
his body also was instantancously pro-
duced, the body of the first man out of
inorganic matter, and that of the
waman out of a rib taken from the
man.

There is nothing, however, in the
Scriptural text to prevent us from be-
lieving that even the human body was
evolved from matter, through the pro-
cess of time, by the agency of the laws
criginally fixed by the Creator.

We have spoken thus much con-
cerning the plausibility of the theory
of evolution set forth h\' Darwin. We
have shown that while mere scientists
are at fault in asserting that Theology,
of which they are I'rnor‘ml does not
harmonize with thclr views on evolu-
tion, advocates of Christanity, on the
other hand, errin not acknm\'h_dmnq
the precise worth of the Darwinian
speculations. While we do not wish to
be understood as advocating the the-
ory of evolution even in as far as it

is consistent with revelation, we can-
not help admiring the wealth of know-
ledge displayed by the author of the
book on the Origin of Species, no less
than his ingenious and laborious
researches in the cause of science.
The momentous effect of this work,
as well as  the deep impression
which it made on scientific thought,
cannot be over-estimated.  But, in
his later work on evolution, Mr.
Darwin sctms to have been carried
by the tide of materialismintoa denial,

. at least negatively, of a Supreme Intel-

ligence, by a naturalistic conception of
human development. The mind of man,
in its primeval stage is here brought
into  juxtaposition with the =animal
instinct, and the progress of man to a
higher stage of perfection is viewed as
effected by entirely cosmical infiuences,
among which natural selection ranks
fon.mosl. Here Mr. Darwinbetrays the
unphilosophic character of his work.

Since everythinghas action in propor-
tion as it has actual essence, which is
a principle of philosophy, it follows as
a logical consequence, that the acts of
the human soul, intellection and voli-
tion, being wholly immaterial, the soul
itself must be essentially independent
of material, and thercfore could not
have been developed from the forces
of matter.  The human intellect
knows material or sensible things by
their intelligible essence, i. e., by real
intellectual types and similitudes of
them, abstracted from their material
qualities, as expressed in the concept
of their essence.  Hence, it under-
stands material things in an immaterial
manner, which an organic power is
incapable of doing. As we have al-
ready said, outside and exclusive of the
human soul, the hypothesis of natural
sclection is plausible and not  at
variance with revealed doctrinc, It
may, therefore, be placed in the
category of possibilities, but, at least
as far as the bedy of man is concerned,
there is no vestige of probability that
such an hypothesis is true.

God being essentially immutable and
eternal, and, therefore, uncapable of
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