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PRETACE.

N issuing the 36th Volume of the Transactions I have only
to impress on Members and Associates the obligation
they are under to endeavour to increase the influence of the
Institute and to add to the number of its adherents. The
Council has never adopted outside means of popularity by
advertising in order to attract the public, being satisfied with
dependence on the efforts of its friends, the interest and
importance of its objects, and the honour of enrolment in its
ranks. Nevertheless, efforts are necessary to bring the work
of the Victoria Institute to the notice of those whom it is
desirable to attract, and with this object a copy of the “ Objects
Paper” will be issued to those receiving the new volume of
Transactions, with the hope that each Member or Associate
will endeavour to bring in at least one adherent during the
ensuing year. ' ‘

I would also venture to repeat what I stated in the preface
of last year—that the Council would esteem it a favour to
receive communications on subjects suitable for discussion and
publication, and also to receive the names of persons considered
qualified to deal with them.

Epwarp Hurr, LLD,
Secretary and Editor.



THE ANNUAL MEETING.

HELD IN THE HOUSE OF THE SOCIETY OF ARTS,
JOHN ST., STRAND, W.C,

ON WEDNESDAY, JUNE 8, 1904.

Tue PresipENT, THE RT. HoN. THE EARL oF HaLssury, F.R.S,
LorD CHANCELLOR, IN THE CHAIR.

The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confirmed.

Letters of regret for inability to be present were read from the Bishop
of Manchester, the Rev. Dr. Ross, Prof. Lionel Beale, F.R.S., and Mr.
Charles Odling, C.S.I.

The following letter was also received from Prof. Fridtjof Nansen,
D.C.L., LL.D,, accepting the office of Hon. Corresponding Member :—

LYSAKER, NORWAY.
3.6.04.
Proressor Epwarp HuLr,

THe VicToriA INSTITUTE,; LONDON.

My dear Sir,

Please convey to the Council of the Victoria Institute my most
sincere thanks for the great honour which has been shown me by
electing me an Honorary Corresponding Member of this prominent
Institute,

The death of Sir H. M. Stanley was a great loss. He was one of
the first geographical travellers who has ever lived, and it gives me
a sad feeling that I shall fill his room.

I remain,
Yours very sincerely,
FripTsoF NANSEN.



2 ANNUAL MEETING.

The Report of the Council was then read by the Secretary, Professor
E. Hul, M.A., LL.D., F.R.S., as follows :—

1. In presenting the Trirry-Eieare Axsvar Rerorz, the
Council has pleasure in stating that the session which
terminated on the 31st May last has been, on the whole,
highly satisfactory. The meetings have been well attended,
and the papers have given rise to discussions evincing the
interest of those present, especially those dealing with subjects
bearing on the authority and authenticity of the Sacred
Scriptures.

2. As regards finance it will be seen from the balance sheet
that while we entered the year 1903 with a credit balance of
£33 1s. 9d., we entered the year 1904 with a balance of
£73 9s. 8d., all bills outstanding having been paid.

3. The number of members and associates, both effective
and honorary, is very nearly the same as that of last year,
being 879 as against 834. The Council are anxious that there
should be an increase instead of diminution of members and
associates, and they venture to suggest that a little effort on
the part of those uow connected with the Institute to bring in
their friends might be attended with good results. They also
consider that from amongst the large number of “ Honorary
Correspondents ™ there ought to be additions to the subscribing
ranks. The Council hope that these suggestions may be
cordially received and acted upon.

The following is the statement of the numbers of the con-
stituency of the Institute at the end of May, 1904 :—

Life Members ... 47 in number.
Annual ,, ... ... ... 159 »
Life Associates ... 70 N
Annual Associates ... ... 431 »
Hon. Corresponding Members and
Associates e ... e 172 s
Total 879

4. The following is the new list of the Officers and
Council :—
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Presgivend,
The Right Honourable The Earl of Halsbury, M.A., D.C.L., F.R.S. (Lord Chancellor).

Yice-Presidents,

Sir T. Fowell Buxton, Bart., K.C.M.G.
Sir Joseph Fayrer, Bart., K.C.8.1., M.D,
Professor Lionel S. Beale, F.R.C.P., F.
W. H. Hudleston, Esq., F.R.S., F.G.S.
Alexander McArthar, Esq., D.L., J.P.

The Ven. Robinson Thornton, 1).D., F.R.Hist.S., Archdeacon of Middlesex.
David Howard, Esq., D.L., F.C.8.

F.R.S.
.S,

Honorary Correspondents.
The Right Hon. Lord Kelvin, Past P.R.S.

Professor A, Agassiz, D.C.L., F.R.S.
Professor E. Naville (Geneva).
Professor Maspero (FParis).

Professor A. H. Sayce, D.D., LL.D.
Professor Fridtjof Nansen, D.Se.
Professor Warren Upham,

Honorary Anditors.

J. Allen, Esq. |

General Mackinlay, late R.A.

Bonograry Treasurer,

Edward Stanley M. Perowne, Esq.

Secretary and Editor of the Jorrnal.
Professor Edward Hull, M.A,, LL.D., F.R.S,

Conneil,
(In Order of Election.)

Rev. Principal James H. Rigg, D.D.

Maj. Kingsley 0. Foster, J.P., F.R.A.S.

D. Howard, Esq., D.L., F.C.S,, F.I.C,, f.c.
{Trustee).

Rev. Dr. F. W. Tremlett, D.D., D.C.L., Ph.D.

Very Rev. Dean Wace, D.D. (Trustee).

Rev. Chancellor J. J. Lias, M.A.

Gen. G. 8, Hallowes, f.c. (H.8.).

Rev. F. A. Walker, D.D., F.L.S,, F.R.G.S.

Capt. E. W. Creak, C.B., R.N,, F.R.S.

Thomas Chaplin, Esq., M.D.

Rev. Canon R. B. Girdlestone, M.A.

General Halliday.

Lieut.-Colonel Mackinlay, late R.A.

Theo. G. Pinches, Esq., LL.D., M.R.A.S.
Ven, Archdeacon W. M, Sinclaijr, M.A., D.D.
Gerard Smith, Esq., M.R.C.S,

Commander G. P. Heath, R.N.,

Rel‘y.R%anon Tristram, M.A., D.D., LL.D.,
Rev. G. F. Whidborne, M.A., F.G.S,, F.R,G.S.
Lieut.-Gen. Sir H. L. Geary, K.C.B., R.A,
Walter Kidd, Esq., M.D., F.Z.S.

Edward Stanley M. Perowne, Esq.

Martin Luther Rouse, Esq., B.L.

Rev. R. Ashington Bullen, M.A,, F.G.S.

Rev. John Tuckwell, M.R.A.S,

5. Deaths.

The Council regret to have to record the death during the
past year of the following supporters of the Institute :—

Miss Mary Asbley, George Chance, Esq., J.P., Professor F. J. Candy,
M.A., Hubert Garbett, Esq., Rev. Canon W. E. Heygate, M.A., General
G. C. Hankin, C.B., Rev. Canon J. Hurst, B.D., Rev. A. A. Isaacs, M.A.,
Rev. 8. Kinns, Ph.D., Rev. Canon J. Le Mesurier, M.A,, Rev. G. Lake-
man, B.D, Rev. R. H. Muir, Col. The Hon. H. M. Monckton, William
Payne, Esq., Major A. F. W, Papillon, John Tanner, Esq., J.P., Thomas
Ward, Esq., J.P., F.G.8. > Some of the above members joined the
Institute in its earliest days.
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6. MEETINGS.

The subjects dealt with at the ordinary meetings have been
of the usual varied character, which may be regarded as one of
the special advantages of the Institute as an educational
institution to a wide circle of readers in all parts of the world,
and spreading religious and secular knowledge into many
distant and isolated regions. The subjects may be arranged
under the following heads :—

1. Sacrep Hisrory.

. “On the Samaritan Text of the Pentateuch.” By the Rev. Canon

GARRATT, M. A.

. “The Samaritan Passover of the Present Day.” By the Rev.

Canon Hammonp, LL.B.

. “Old Testament Chronology.” By Frepk. GArp Freay, Esq.,

M.A.

2. GEoOLoGY.

. “Notes on the Volcanic Phenomena of New Zealand.” By Miss

HiLpa Boorb.

. “Date of the Last Rise of the Land in the British Isles” By

Professor Epwarp HuLL.

. “The Thickness of the Ice in the former Glacier of the Lucerne

Valley.” By the same Author.

. “On the Tanganyika Problem.” By WirLrrEp H. HUDLESTON,

Esq., M.A., F.R.S.

3. BroLogIicaL.

. “The Genesis of Nature.” By Rev. F. G. WHipBorNE, M. A_,

F.G.8.

4, SCIENCE AND RELIGION.

. “Two Paths, One Goal,” being an examination of Archbishop

Temple’s Bampton Lecture for 1884, by WaLrer A. Kipp, Esq.,
M.D., F.Z.8.

. ¢ Ancestral Worship.” By Rev. ArtHUR ELWIN,
3. “The Conception of the Great Reality.” By Sypnzy T. KLEIN,

Esq., F.R.A.S.
5. GENERAL.

. “Qbservations on the Irrigation of India.” By CHARLEs OpLING,

Esq., CS.L

. ¢ Prehistoric Drawings cut on Glaciated Rock near Tenda.” By

Cavaliere W. P. JErvIs, F.G.S.

7. The Jowrnal of Transactions.

The thirty-fifth volume of the Journal of Transactions
has been widely circulated in many lands. The Council
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may be allowed to repeat what was stated in the Report for
last year,—that from time to time expressions of approval are
received from foreign countries, while most of the learned
societies at home and abroad exchange publications with the
Institute. Of persons connected with our Society, about
74 belong to the United States of America, 40 to India, 14 to
Australia, 12 to Canada, and about the same number to New
Zealand and South Africa.

The Council have the pleasure of stating that Dr. Fridtjof
Nansen, the distinguished Arctic explorer, has accepted the
position of Hon. Corresponding member-in the place of the late
Sir H. M. Stanley, and Professor Warren Upham of Minnesota,
distinguished for his memoirs on American Geological Science,
takes the place of the late Professor Etheridge, F.1..S.

8. Conclusion.

While humbly desiring the continued blessing of Almighty
God, and the support of its members, the Council wishes to
express its thanks to the contributors of papers which are
being offered in increasing numbers, and to press upon its
friends the duty of doing what in them lies to increase the
numbers and extend the usefulness of the Institute.

Signed ou behalf of the Counecil,

HALSBURY,
President.
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There is also the Gunning Trust Fund £508, Great Indian Peninsular 3 p.c. Stock invested in the names of the Trustees (The Dean of
Canterbury and D: Howard, Esq.); the interest is to accumulate for periods of three years and it is then to be expended on a prize for an Essay.

This account stood as under on 31st December, 1903 :—

Balance Credit from 1902 .,

January 7th, 1903. Half-Yearly D

August llth; ’ 3 ”
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ividend ..

£

d

.. 7 0 7

» .

1011 - 2
7 31

£24 14 10

We have examined the Balance Sheet with the Books and Vouchers, and find a Credit Balance of £73 9s. 8d.

May 11th, 1904.

JOHN ALLEN,
G. MACKINLAY, Lieut..Colonel.

} Auditors.
t]
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Mr. ARTHUR W. SUTTON, in moving the resolution, “That the
Report of the Council now read be received and adopted and circu-
lated amongst the members and associates,” said—My lord, ladies
and gentlemen, T need hardly say that I rise with great pleasure to
propose the adoption of the Report which we have listened to with
much pleasure and interest. '

The Report itself is singularly brief ; but the list of subjects
that were dealt with during the year by members, and the papers
that have been read, show that the work of the Institute has been
as valuable as ever; and those who have not been able to attend
all the meetings will, I am sure, read the Reports of the Meetings
in the Transactions of the Institute with the greatest interest.

It is gratifying to know that we close the year with a substantial
balance in hand, and, if I might make a suggestion to the Council, it
is, that when the funds admit of it, some special effort might be
made to secure greater publicity in the daily journals, if possible, of
the very valuable papers that are read at our meetings. The
papers on subjects of general science have all been most valuable ;
and especially so as we know they have been contributed by members
who are at one with us in their desire to promote the primary
object of the Institute, which is investigation of scientific questions
bearing on the truths of the Holy Secriptures. I trust that will
always be the chief object of the Institute.

There was certainly never a time when research and investi-
gation were so needed, or more helpful, than at the present
day. The movement of modern thought is so rapid that we need
to constantly bring tests to bear upon it. We may have in
some instances, as have our forefathers, also, formed a misconcep-
tion as to the meaning of certain portions of Holy Seripture ; but
we still feel, whatever meaning they are intended to convey, they
are as absolutely trustworthy as ever. There is one danger which
I think has to be guarded against in the present day, viz., the idea
that because the agency employed in the compilation of Holy
Scripture was human it is therefore fallible, and may be erroneous so
far as it may not be in accordance with the science of to-day. Itis
often advanced that the spiritual truths of Seripture which cannot so
readily be put to external test are alone those to which we can give
our allegiance, and that the extent to which they can be held is
according to how they square with modern thought. This might

B
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be a convenient position for some to take up; but it would leave
us no solid ground as to the path which we are to take, or the
position we are to occupy in the future life. I believe we shall
find that what we call spiritual truths, are of value to us, only
8o far as the historical events recorded in the Bible are recognised
as authentic facts—not only that man was created in the likeness
of God—that he fell from his estate—that Christ became incarnate,
and died and rose again, and ascended to the right hand of God.
How empty the Bible would be, if nothing were left but its ethical
teaching! If the Institute could more and more bring into
prominence not only those points where the Bible is in touch
with modern thought, but those where there is a divergence, I
think then our thoughts would be better focussed, and that, by
God’s help, we should benefit by the illumination of His Holy
Spirit. (Applause.)

Colonel T. H. HeNDLEY, C.8.1.—My lord, ladies and gentlemen, I
have much pleasure in seconding the resolution, and if I may make
one suggestion, it is that the members of the Institute should do
their utmost to carry out the wishes of the Council, and endeavour
to raise the number of members to at least a thousand.

The PRESIDENT.—The question is that the Report of the Council
now read be received, and adopted, and circulated amongst the
members and associates.

The resolution having being put, was carried unanimously.

Mr. Wiwrrep H. HuprestoN, F.R.S.—My Lord President, I
have much pleasure in moving that “The thanks of the Members
and Associates be presented to the Council, Honorary Officers, and
Auditors for their efﬁment conduct of the business of the Victoria
Instisute during the year.”

Of course, the mainspring of all societies consists of the working
members of the Council, and seeing that the Council itself consists
of a great number of members who, like myself, perhaps, do not
very frequently interfere with the business of the Society, this vote
is more especially directed in favour of the working members who
attend the Council and manage the business of the Victoria
Institute. I must own that as far as I have any acquaintance with
the management, it is very skilful, and it has been well conducted
ever since I had the pleasure of being a member of the Institute.

1 think, with regard to your volumes of ZIransactions—and we
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have now arrived at our thirty-fifth—it reflects very great credit
on the management that such an annual volume should be brought
out. It is most excellent in type and thoroughly well edited, and
would do honour to any public institution whatever. I speak feel-
ingly, having recently contributed a somewhat lengthy paper to the
Proceedings, and I can ouly say that I was surprised at the rapidity
. with which that paper was brought out in type, and placed in the
hands of the members, to enable them to understand what I was
talking about, and to join in the discussion. Those matters are
certainly highly creditable to the management. Of course this vote
of thanks includes all the officers ; but I more especially include the
name of the Secretary. (Applause.)

The Secretary of a society is like the mainspring of a watch,
and on him and his vigilance almost everything connected with
that society is dependent. I am happy to say that my friend,
Professor Hull, has had long and varied experience and that his
ability is very well known. The work he has done in the past is of
the highest importance, and the work he is doing now is of the
greatest utility. I beg, therefore, to move the vote of thanks,

The Rev. Dr. IrvING.—I have much pleasure in seconding this
resolution proposed by my old friend Mr. Hudleston, and especially I
feel bound to endorse what he has said about the energy and
efficiency with which the Secretary has discharged the business of
the Institute. Professor Hull, like Mr. Hudleston, is an old
geological confrére of mine, of many years’ standing, and I feel very
happy to-day in finding my name associated with theirs.

As regards the work of the Institute, since I came into the room, I
heard a remark made in proposing the first resolution, which reminded
me of some words of the great Lord Bacon, and which seem to me
to hit off exactly what should be kept before this Institute as to
its objects. He says, speaking of the work of the Creator, that
His first work was the creation of light, and his last was the
creation of light by man’s intellect ; and his Sabbath work, ever
since, has been the illumination of the Spirit.

. It appears to me that the author of that statement gathered up
in it a wide range of thought and research which an Institute as
this ought to keep before itself, remembering always that the
illumination of the Spirit is not confined to theologians or even the
inspired record; that God’s Spirit works and has heen working

B 2
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through the minds and intelligences of capable men to unravel to
us that wonderful revelation which He has made of Himself to us
in nature. That should always go along with the other revelation
which is of a more spiritual and of a deeper kind. The two must
be regarded not as antagonistic but as complementary to each other.
It seems to me that that defines the real object of this Institute.
It was summed up well by the present Bishop of Winchester, when
he was a Professor at Cambridge, not many years ago, when he
said we have two sources of light, the first consisting of the
spiritual in the Person of Jesus Christ, and the second the
illumination of the intellect of mankind through the Holy Spirit in
teaching us to unravel the secrets of nature.

I have much pleasure in seconding this resolution.

Colonel GEORGE MACKINLAY.—I have been deputed to respond to
your vote of thanks to the Council and officers of the Institute. Itis a
great pleasure to do so and it is a great pleasure for us to work together.

I notice three balances here. There is a favourable balance of
money, which is better than last year ; and then at the end we have
a favourable balance of foreign members, and it is a great benefit
that our proceedings do reach our fellow-countrymen in the colonies.
Thirdly, there is a balance, which has not been alluded to yet, and
that is, with regard to the future. The number of papers for
next session which has already been arranged for is large, and
no doubt they will be very interesting and instructive. That part
of the work is, I may tell you, chiefly due to the Secretary, who has
been able to obtain many good subjects for the coming session.

The only adverse balance is that small decrease in the number of
members. The Council will do their best to increase the numbers ;
and we ask you to do your best to add to them, so that they may
reach the 1,000 which has already been alluded to.

The PRESIDENT.—I am afraid I must ask you to pass the resolution,
though it was not put to the meeting and carried before the last
speaker responded.

Colonel MACKINLAY.—I am sorry.

The PrESIDENT.—You will pass it, no doubt, nunc pro fune, and
therefore I will put the resolution in the usual Waiy. [Carried.]

The SECRETARY.—Perhaps I may be permitted to express my
gratitude to Mr. Hudleston and those members who have so kindly
alluded to my services as Secretary to this Institute.
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THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS.

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN,

I regret that I must announce that owing to the pressure of
work, I have not been able to complete the address which I
. intended to deliver to you, and I must candidly tell you that
I do not propose to deliver a formal address to-day, but I hope
yon will allow it to be postponed, and I will reverse the maxim
that has been quoted to-day and say.func pro nunc, if you will
allow me to do so.

I might have written to say that I had not completed my
address. I had begun it; but I thought it would be an ill
commencement of my career as your President if I did not
present myself in person to express my gratitude to you for
having done me the great honour of electing me as your
President; and further I ought, I feel, to express the gratitude
of this Society to our late President, whose career as a man of
science was one that I should think no one in Europe would
doubt, placed him in the very highest rank of scientific men.

I may make an observation about him that is not confined to
the gratitude we owe his memory, and not confined to the
domination of his genius and his knowledge.

I do not think anything can be found that is more important
to this Society, and to similar societies, than to show that men
of the highest rank in science, and with the greatest knowledge,
do not object to belong to a Society whose charter is to
investigate, boldly and thoroughly, all subjects bearing on
religion and science with the view of showing that they are
not inconsistent with each other. I confess, and you will
permit me to say, perhaps, that I believe no time ever existed
in the history of the world when investigations of this sort
were more required. There is undoubtedly a more subtle
spirit of unbelief now than I think has prevailed for some time.
The pious and very good people who thought that the best way
to preserve the Scripturesand preserve the faith of men was by
suppressing scientific investigation made a great mistake. In
the first place you can no more suppress the exercise of the
‘Intellect by human beings who are intelligent than you can still
the tide of the ocean; and the only result was that men were
led to doubt, because they were afraid of investigation.

The charter of this Institute, as I understand, is to boldly
and fearlessly investigate every problem that bears on those
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subjects ; and in a President like the late Sir Gabriel Stokes,
we had one, not like men who have already made up their
minds beforehand, but a man who was able to discuss a subject
with the keen knowledge of an expert. He would be a bold man
who could come into this Society and say these difficulties had
passed away, and that this twentieth century had overcome the
difficulties in Holy Scripture. It was Bishop Butler, quoting
Origen, who said if we believed that the creation proceeded
from God in which there was so much mystery, and that the
Scriptures also proceeded from God, we must expect to find
difficulties in the one as in the other; and if God occupies that
position that Christians hold Him to occupy, they must still have
to endeavour to account for things that are unaccountable. 4

I often wonder if those who sought to contrast Scripture
with the true teachings of science as they did in the past, ever
thought of the difficulties into which they landed themselves
in. Supposing the great controversy between Galileo and
these who urged him to retract his true notion of the orbit
of the earth had ended in their establishing that the earth did
not move, and all the other phenomena could be accounted for
on their hypothesis; see what it means. It shows what
difficulties you get into if you do not probe things to the
bottom. The earth, we now know, goes roand in its orbit in
365 days, and that orbit is calculated and the time it occupies.
Take the hypothesis that existed, and that Galileo should not
question—that the whole solar system and stars out of our
sight, billions of miles away, went round the earth in 24
hours. Which is the more marvellous—which is the more
extraordinary proposition to reconcile with Seripture ? That is
only one illustration. But as I believe and most Christians
believe, the further you examine the works of the God of
Nature the more clearly do you discern the God of Providence;
and it is that which this Society, as I believe, is founded to
investigate and determine.

There is another class of persons I may mention in passing,
and those are persons (it is true they do not adopt the -
formulary that the apostles of error, as I venture to call them
them, do) who adorn every proposition with long words ; so
that if you do not agree with them, you cannot say why, for
you do not know exactly what they mean! The Unknowable
(with a great U)is always spoken of asif you should understand
it. It is only a difference ot words before us; for we believe in
an Almighty Creator, one who, in the language of one of our
creeds, is “ Incomprehensible ” by human intelligence, because
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He is above it ; and, therefore, what you gain by going through
part of a proposition and calling it by a new name I am not
able to comprehend. Within the last 24 hours I found a
very pretentious volume on my table which says that the old
seriptural religion is gone—that science has superseded it, that
the spade in Egypt and the astronomer have got rid of all the
old delusions. I wait to hear the proof of all that. It is
_very well to say it; but I think it those words were repeated
here in the Victoria Institute, in the presence of some of those
I could mention, with university degrees, the cloud of long
words would be soon dispersed and we should try to find out
what these words meant. All I can say is the charter of this
Tnstitute is the investigation of truth to ascertain what that
Truth is, and if we believe it is a God of Truth, the nearer we
come to the Truth itself the closer shall we be to God—
[Applause.] ’

The DeAN oF CANTERBURY.—My lord, ladies and gentlemen, I
hoped that the Archdeacon of London would have been here to move
this resolution, but I am glad to ask you to express your gratitude
to the President for two things—first of all, for his kindness in
consenting to be President of this Society, and secondly, for his
kindness in escaping from the House of Lords in order to come and
make the interesting observations to which we have just listened.
We are extremely grateful to him also for the promise he has given
us to the fulfilment of which we shall look forward with great
interest, viz., the address which he has been prevented from preparing
at this moment.

I should like to add, my lord, if I may do so without impertinence,
that your lordship referred to the great advantage this Society
experienced from its late President being a man of eminent scientific
position. For that we are grateful; but I am sure we are not less
sensible of the advantage which the Society derives from having, as
our President, a person of your lordship’s distinction, versed both in
law and matters of the world at large. While many difficulties in
connection with religion and the discoveries of science present them-
selves, there are many others, and those are of great importance, viz.,
those relating to the law of evidence, the question of what is evidence
with respect to what occurred in former ages, and also, I venture to
say, in connection with that good judgment, that capacity of judging
human affairs in a broad light, which is acquired, in & most eminent
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degree, by persons who have passed through such an experience as
your lordship has. It is a comfort for us to know that men of that
description—that a man of your lordship’s eminence has weighed the
historical evidence of the gospels and of the Christian religion, and
~ is thoroughly satisfied with the consideration of those questions that
bear uponit. Forall those reasons we regard it as a great advantage
to have your lordship as our President, and I am sure, in the name
of all, we tender your lordship our most hearty thanks.

Sir RoBERT ANDERSON, K.C.B.—I feel sure, my lord, that no
one will look on this resolution as a mere formality ; but I feel that
my part in seconding it partakes of that character. No words of
mine are needed to commend it, and T may content myself with
some very brief remarks.

The first of the primary objects for which this Society has been
founded is to investigate, fully and impartially, the most important
. questions of philosophy and science, but more especially those which
bear upon the great truths revealed in Holy Scripture. How is it
that while, in these days, the very numerous discoveries are all upon
the side of Holy Scripture and so tend to confirm its truth, yet that
the public at large are led to believe that they discredit the Bible ?

I think the answer is this—that in this sphere a practice prevails
which would not be tolerated in any other sphere, viz., that the
witnesses are allowed to adjudicate upon their own evidence ; and it
seems to me that if the rising tide of unbelief is to be checked, we are
dependent upon the influence of men of admitted and unquestioned
capacity for full and impartial investigation ; and this being so can a
Society, founded to promote these objects, possibly have at the
present time a more fit President than one in whom competent
scientific attainments are subordinate to the very highest capacity in
the judicial sphere? (Applause.) Is not the Victoria Institute,
in the strongest way, to be congratulated on having as its President
the Lord Chancellor ¢ :

I have great pleasure in seconding the resolution that our best
thanks be presented to the Lord Chancellor for the address now
delivered, and to those who have read papers during the session.

The resolution having been put to the meeting it was carried by
acclamation. .

The PrESIDENT.—Ladies and gentlemen, I am extremely
indebted to you for the way in which you have been good enough
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to adopt this resolution, and I am the more indebted to you for it

because perhaps it was thought I was about to deliver an address,

but after what you have heard perhaps I may be forgiven. I felt

that an apology was due, and I am glad that you have been good

enough to accept that apology and the reason I have given for it.
The meeting then closed.



ORDINARY GENERAL MEETING.*

ProrEssor Lioxen Beaik, F.R.C.P, FR.S, N THE CHAIR

The Minutes of the last Meeting were read and confirmed.
The following elections were announced :—
Lire MEMBER :—Professor Lionel H. Beale, F.R.S.

MEMBERS :—Robert Bruce Foote, Esq., F.G.S. ; Ronald MacGregor, Esq.,
H.M.CS.

AssociaTes :—George Herbert Payne, Esq., F.G.8.; Frederick Gard
Fleay, Esq. ; Rev. James Marchand ; Thomas Woods, Esq., M.D.:
Henry Proctor, Esq. ; Alfred Lea, Esq.; Hugh 8. K. Ryan, Esq. ;
Rev. Arthur Mercer, M. A,

The CHAIRMAN.—I have now to call on the Rev. G. F. Whid-
borne to read a most interesting paper on the “ Genesis of Nature.”

The following Paper was then read by the Author, entitled :-—

THE GENESIS OF NATURE.
By Rev. G. F. WHIDBORNE, MLA,, F.G.S.

CONTENTS.
I. The problem of the genesis of Nature.

I1. The first line of inquiry, i.e., by way of natural facts.

. Only actual facts reliable as evidence.

Superstitious use of scientific phrases.

Natural facts indicative of effects.

Cause must be adequate for effect.

. The relationship of the material and the immmaterial.
. Search for the Cause in Nature.

. Effect of the discovery of God working in Nature.
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III. The second line of inguiry, i.e., by way of knowledge of the Creator.
1. Search for knowledge of the Creator from facts external to

Nature. ) '

. The fact of the Bible.

. The Bible as a revelation of God.

. The God shown in Nature and the Bible identical.

. The fible not a scientific text book, but authoritative about
God.

. The Biblical conception of God.

. This conception applicable to explain Nature.
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8. Its effect upon scientific phrases.
9. The kind of creation to be expected from such a God.
10. Moditication of it required by the Biblical conception of evil.
11, The conception thus formed agrees with actual nature, The
limits of its use in its elucidation.
12. Evolution as a method of creation.
13. The Biblical conception of God fulfils all requirements of
science.

IV. The third line of inquiry, i.e., by way of historic narration.
1. The Biblical account of creation historically true.
2. Its actual, if not apparent, agreement with scientific facts.

"V. Conclusion.

I. TuE PROBLEM OF THE GENESIS OF NATURE.

ATURE-study is nowadays in vogue with teachers. But
those who confine it to rural life in distinction to the
town, and think to meet Nature only in quiet lanes or bare
hillsides, restrict their quest too tightly. Nature is all-pervading,
all-controlling. It includes the city and the country, the ocean
depths and the mountain tops, the heart of the earth and the
remotest stars, the most elaborate of the arts and the paths
untrod by man. Around us and within us, in the front of our eyes,
and at the back of our science, there spreads ouf this all-
-embracing essence, this wonderful environment of human living,
that men ecall “ Mother Nature.” Even Art is not, as would
some call it, the alternative of Nature; it iy only the offset and
the product of that great Nature which is its source and its
basis, its magazine and its model. And to-day men ask more
than ever what does all this mighty nature mean ? Whence
came all this which we sum up in a word and comprehend it
not? What is the origin, the history, the language, the
interpretation of Nature ? - Can human knowledge unravel the
Pproblem of the Universe ? Can scientia explain res naturae?

II. THE FirsT LINE OF INQUIRY, i, BY WAY OF NATURAL
Facrs. .

We propose to approach our inquiry by two stages; and in
each we shall have to start with an assumption. Our first stage
must be to seek to obtain from Nature evidence of its central
fact—its governing principle—for it is impossible satisfactorily
to explain the existing order of things, unless we go to their
root. We may illustrate this mathematically. If a complicated
curve be given to us to explain, the first thing we have to do is
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to find its centre or centres—its foci—its “origin.” Only thus
can its intricacy be reduced to order, and its properties be
understood. Even so, if we want to learn what nature means
and whence it comes, the first step must be to find its origin, to
get back to its real starting point, to get down to its very
centre.

1. Only Actual Facts reliable as Evidence.

And for equipment for this search we must start with this
assumption—that the ascertained facts of Nature are true facts.
Appearances may be delusive; things, which are only fancies,
may be mistaken for facts. But what we claim is, that, where
we do get down to actual fact, there we have so much that is
solid and reliable, and that must be counted by us as a self-
consistent truth, whatever its relation with other facts may
be.

This opens to us at once a vast storehouse of data for use in
our inquiry. All natural facts become available, and these are
innumerable, every sided, and infallible. Some are so simple
and intelligible that the smallest child can grasp them; but
others are so abstruse, so inscrutable, so recondite, that the
attempts to understand them strain and overstrain the master-
minds of science. But of them all only this one thing must be
said—whatever data are used in such inquiries must be actual
facts—undoubted facts. We must ever be on our guard against
the fascinating temptation to read off facts from theories, or to
take explanations as if they were as authoritative as the under-
lying facts, which they purport to explain.

Another storehouse, indeed, is sometimes drawn upon for data.
in such inquiries; but it must at once be closed with a caution.
Imagination is not a good source for data. It may be most
useful in its province; it may guide in the search for facts;
but it must bear no part in their production. The not
infrequent sequence, “it may be, therefore it must be,
therefore it is,” is very useful for arriving at preconceived
conclusions ; that is, for results, which are as secure as the
image that rested on feet of iron and clay.

2. Superstitious use of Scientific Phrases.

Before proceeding further it is well to clear the ground by
observing a common custon, or habit of expression, in science,
which, innocent enough or even helpful in itself, has yet often
led to dangerous, and sometimes little realized, confusion of
thoughts. Even for scientific students the Ten Commandments
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may have a meaning; and certainly the study of the second
of these might put them on their guard against an intellectual
danger, curiously akin to the materialistic worshipping of
graven lmages. It is a most common practice in scientific
language to personify “mnature,” “evolution,” and “the laws of
nature.” No.doubt it is an old practice. No doubt it very
often is a useful practice. No doubt it is in itself a perfectly
innocent practice. In itself there is no harm in making
graven images. Statuary is no breach of the second com-
mandment. But the harm comes when men begin to
idolize their statuary ; and nothing grows more imperceptibly,
more insidiously, more dangerously than idolatry.

TLet us look then at this vice of idolizing Nature. Philosophers
who have begun to speak of it as an impersonation, seem led
imperceptibly on to think of it as such, to aseribe to it intrinsic
powers, to regard it as the autocrat of its laws, to picture it as
a kind of demigod, without intellect or personality indeed, but
acting just as if it had both personality and intellect. The
result is that Natare is too frequently in scientific writings put
in the place of God. It ismade to occupy in philosophy exactly
the position that an idol occupies in religion; and that with
nothing but an idol’s power. Nature is assumed to be in its
essence the originator of all that goes on within its sphere, and
is treated as the legislator of what are called its laws; it is the
doer, the causer, the worker of its phenomena. It appears as a
great universal undefined potency, which explains everything
except itself. Now all this is, to speak plainly, confusion of
thought. No one means, in the present state of knowledge, to
assert that Nature itself is the Awuctor rerum, the prime and
ultimate cause ; no one, we suppose, really imagines that to
speak of Nature “doing,” “arranging,” “ ordering,” is to give
a rational explanation of the cause of the effects described.
Such phraseology does not find God in Nature; but it does
make an idol, a jujn, an obi, of Nature. And the consequence
is this—that, in research for the meaning of things, that is
accepted as an explanation of them, which is nothing more in
itself than a conventional expression, and means, at least
in the sense in which it is thus used, actually nothing at all.

The same may be said with regard to the cognate word,
“ Ewolution.” We are,in regard to this term, in the still further
@ priort difficulty, that everybody knows it means something
exeeedingly important, but nobody seems quite able to tell
exactly what it means. Passing, however, this protean
quality of the term, there can be no doubt that science has
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suffered grievous loss from the inscrutable veneration, that
has been so frequently bestowed upon it as a mentally-
graven image. In the darkness of its shrine it has been
worshipped with a liturgical jargon of scientific terms; and
stranger and more impossible miracles have been attributed
to its mystic oracle, than all the priests of all the false gods
of heathendom have invented or produced for the furtherance
of their material mysteries. And, when brought out into the
light, what does the idol prove to be? Nothing; an instru-
ment, not a god ; a process, not an intrinsic potency ; not an
originating cause.

Let there be no mistake in our meaning here. We are not

at present raising the question of the validity of “evolution ”
as au explanation of the history of nature. Whether it be a
fact or not, whether it be or be not true in its extremest form,
does not affect our present argument in the slightest. All that
is now demanded is that, whatever it is, it be rightly used, that.
it be not superstitiously regarded, that it be not venerated
as men revere an idol, ascribing to it properties and powers
which it cannot in its nature possess, attributing results to it
which, even if they come through it, could not originate in it,
degrading it from a scientific question into a superstitious
cult., ‘
The same treatment may be demanded with regard to what
are called the “laws of nature.” No sane man would dream
of denying those laws. They are generally, and for the most
part in detail, evidenced by superabundant proof. Discoveries,
perchance, like the mystery of radium, may ever and anon
seem to challenge the validity of some accepted law. There
may be, doubtless, here and there laws, asserted by philosophers,
which are not really found in the statute-book of Nature. But
that is not the question. Grant to the full the existence, the
supremacy of the laws, what is required is to treat them as
what they are, and not as what they are not. They are laws
governing Nature, not laws ordained by Nature. Ask Nature
“where are her laws ?” and she reveals them upon every hand;
But ask Nature “where is the law-giver?” and the only
answer Nature can return is: “Not in me. I obeyv the laws:
I do not originate them. I am their servant, not their
mistress.” And yet no law can exist without a law-giver.

3. Natural facts indicative of effects.

Having thus dealt with these preliminary cautions, havine
thus attempted to clear away the idol-shrines that block the

.
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pﬂgrim path of science, we must venture to approach the
centre of our subject, to seek with reverent step to explore the
Holy of Holies of Nature. We must try how far we can get
to see into the very heart of the universe, to discern what is
its cause and origin, what has given it the power to be, the
energy to become, the potency to progress. Nature, evolution,
the laws of Nature, only lead to it; they are not it themselves.
They are only pathways to (to our perceptions *to,” but in
their reality “from”) the centre, the focus, the origin of the
Universe. To that ultimate goal we must press forward; for,
until that be found, the meaning of the universe cannot be
discovered, the arcana of nature cannot be revealed.

We proceed, then, first to a survey of our storehouse. We
have not yet to deal with its data in detail ; that will best be
left till we have obtained the key to their interpretation ; but
we have to take them now in general view, to look round with
bird’s-eye ken on the vast facts of the existing and historic
universe (as far as we may know it), and inquire how it can
be that they are what they are. What is their value as facts?
‘What is their scope as a basis for deductions ?

The answer is that, without exception, the visible in Nature
is the exposition of effect. What it tells us is that there is
force everywhere bringing things to pass. The buds swell on
the bare tree and transform it into a summer maze of foliage.
The spring air is suddenly filled with myriads of dancing
insects. The clouds gather in the blue, and roll in majestic
masses through the sky. The resistless rivers are stayed in
their courses and transmuted into hard and unmovable solids.
All these are effects. And we are asked what produces them.
We may give in reply most elaborate and scientific answers
explaining wmost beautifully these effects. But these answers
will be generally found to be scientifically limited ; they do not
get to the bottom of the elucidation of force; they do not
reach the scientific end of the catena of cause. Thus the
question, “ How comes the ice ?” seems simply answered by
saying “ by the cold.” But that answer is defective. It is
trading with the unknown. If we go a step further and ask
“ what is the cold ? what is it ? not in relation or modification,
but in origin and intrinsic nature?” we find ourselves
becoming entangled in those dim marches of science where the
roots of things abound and are inexplainable, where to attempt
an answer can only result in darkening counsel by words
without knowledge. Or again, if we ask *“what makes the
buds to swell 2” the simple answer is “life.” But when we
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ask “what is life? what is the scientific explanation of its
essence and origin ?” we have asked a question, which human
knowledge cannot answer, and of which curious philosophic
definitions and ingenious scientific explanations are nothing
but dignified paraphrases for “ we cannot tell.” But yet as we
meet these multiform facts of nature, these effects, profuse and
world-long, each one of them has in turn just this one question
to ask of us, “Is there not a cause ?” And to its question it
takes no loose reply. Known or unknown, some primal cause
for each effect must be.

4, Cause must be adegquate for effects.

Further, not only must these effects be due to cause, hut
cause must be adequate for the whole of the effects. Advance,
produced by the interaction of correspondences, does mnot
obliterate the need of a sufficient cause behind. Grant, if you
will have it so, that the giraffe’'s neck grew because it wanted
to feed upon high trees! It only grew because it was able to
grow. That is, there was a potency, an efficient cause within,
which gave it power to correspond to its environment. The
measure of that efficient cause was not the original short-
necked creature, but the longest-necked girafte that was
produced by circumstances. The sum of the causes that
produced first the short-mecked creature, and then the giraffe
from the short-necked creature, is the same, ncither more or
less, as the amount of cause required to produce the giraffe
instanter. Or again, the ordinary growth of any creature to
maturity from the embryo must have a sufficient cause. That
cause is not hard to find. It is given, at once, by the
antecedent paternal form existing in its maturity. The young
grows up to the state of its parent, just as water finds its own
level. Thus far, and no further, the effect has found a sufficient
cause. But sometintes the young, as it reaches maturity, goes
a little further than its parent, is a little finer, better, more
advanced. Where is the cause for this effect ? Not in the
state of the parent itself, not in the amount of force put forth,
per se, in the proximate progenitor. Here is a modicum of effect
which has not found a cause. But the cause must exist. The
smallest modicum of effect cannot be causeless; the cause must
be somewhere behind, somewhere in pre-existing force that has
not been revealed in the parent, and yet potentially exists.
Now let us, for the purpose of the present argument, assume the
truth of the Evolutionary Theory to its fullest extent. Call
this small modicum: of effect “ evolution,” and to account for this
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evolution you have a small modicum of unrevealed cause.
Next, take a sufficient series of these small effects to produce
on evolutional principles a new genus or family, you have of
necessity an equal series of small modicums of cause, which
taken together add up to an amount of cause sufficient for the
production of that new genus or family. Now, take a birdseye
view of evolution as a whole; sum it up in effect, and you
find you must not neglect the other side of the equation. You
have to answer it an equally large sum of unrevealed cause.
The total effect of evolution requires an awmount of cause
correspondingly great. And as, on the hypothesis, Evolution
produces everything, you are left on the other side with an
amount of uurevealed cause, sufficient to produce everything.
That is to say the existing facts of nature, taken all together,
being effects, predicate the same amount of originating cause,
hy whatever theory their history is explained.

But it may be objected here, that in working out our problem
we have neglected most important factors, which in the eyes of
evolutionists have themselves, one or more of them, accounted
for the effects. Such are Natural Selection, Sexual Selection,
the survival of the fittest, the struggle for existence, corre-
spondence to environment, and suchlike. Undoubtedly these
questions are most important; and, in specific steps of
evolutionary advance, they do require the utmost consideration
and careful weight. But yet, if we candidly examine the whole
problem, we find that all these terms of it “ go out.” They are
interactions, not self-contained causes. They are viaducts, not
fountains of originating force. Whatever potency is in them
comes through them from somewhere else, and in its passage it
no more grows than does a river grow ; the apparent growth of
which is simply due to the imperceptible addition to it of fresh
supplies of that from which it originally took its source, the
rain from heaven. And thus all these,and similar explanations
of evolution taken together, however subtle, however important,
however true, add up (when we are working out the relation of
the effects of nature to the original energy that was needed to
produce thiem) to nothing ; and therefore, in spite of them, the
existing effects require exactly the same amount of originating
cause, whether evolution and its explanations are brought into,
or left out of, consideration. Evolution and its explanatory
theories may have much to say on the methods by which the
originating causes or their forces work, but with their intrinsic
amount they have nothing whatever to do. Thisindeed is, after
all, almost a truism ; but it is advisable to be clear about it ;

[a]
<
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because it seems a very frequent impression, that the need of
an originating cause is somehow reduced, or even done away
with, by evolution and its adjuncts.

5. The relationship of the material and the immaterial.

It may be as well, here, to note a point in the history of the
Evolutionary Theory. It was first propounded, or at least
prominently set forth, as an hypothesis to account for the state
of physical animated nature; but, since then, it has been
extended to explain both on the one side changes in non-
living matter, and on the other hand things that are immaterial,
as for instance language, morals, and even religions. Now all
that we have to say, at present, is that, if in regard to each cf
these three spheres the substance of the theory is claimed to be
the same, its attributes must in each case also bhe the same.
If the fact, which we have just reached, that the amount of
cause required to produce existing effects is unaffected by
evolution, holds in the sphere of physical life; then we must
equally conclude in the spheres of inanimate physical nature, or
of immaterial nature. For any other conclusion would amount to
an assertion that the theories were not the same in the three
different spheres; and evolutionists would be thereby con-
vieted of employing the same term to express diverse ideas, and
in fact, would be acknowledging that the very uniformity for
which they were arguing, was non-existent. We may therefore
take it as a general principle, that all the facts of nature in
whatever sphere predicate the same amount of originating
cause, by whatever mediate methods they were brought about.

Returning to our storehouse, we learn another general point
about its data. They have to do equally with things material
and immaterial. In existing nature matter and non-matter is
inextricably mixed wup; they cannot be dissevered into
independent classes. Everywhere we find matter taking
different forms, possessing various qualities, performing diverse
functions ; but, along with it all, something is persistently
present which is not to be accounted for by it. Moreover, this
something is not always the same; it is as various in detail as
it is consistent in its variety. To class it together as the non-
‘material, is simply to draw a line of exclusive classification
round matter. And yet with matter it is sometimes most
intimately in union. Thought and the brain, for instance, are
nmpoessible to disunite, though one is material and the other is
not ; but, intimate as they are, they cannot owe their origin to
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each other. Certainly the matter of the brain did not come
into existence by thinking; as certainly thought cannot owe
its origin to the mere mechanical structure of the brain. Just
as something must play upon the organ to produce the
harmony, so something must play upon the brain to produce
the thought. We need not go further into these abstruse
subjects ; we need not lose ourselves in metaphysical labyrinths,
* Only thus much is necessary for our purpose; that mind and
matter are in constant and intimate connection in Nature, but
yet that the framework of all nature, as we know it, is matter :
that mind, indwelling animated. nafure, is an effect which
predicates a cause for its existence: and, further, that it is
impossible either that inatter could have been the prime
originator of its endemic mind, for evidently, then, as life is
greater than death, the effect would have been greater
than its cause ; nor on the other hand is it possible that matter
could have been the prime originator of itself, for then we
should have an effect without a cause at all.

6. Search for the Cause of Nature.

We have thus obtained some important landmarks for our
guidance, and using them, may make our final start upon our
quest. We look once more upon our vast equipment of data.
‘We survey the sky, the air, the earth, the sea, the underground,
and find them all teeming with natural facts. We meet them
in their myriads—the vast army with its serried ranks-—around
us in the common objects of the country, or coming constantly
in fresh multitudes into view through telescope and microscope,
or revealed by the opening up of new and unexpected lines of
scientific discovery. And of them, all and each, the question
is,—“how did they come to be ? what cause do they result
from ? what power can have brought them all to pass ?”

1. They are, as we have seen, effects; therefore they must
have had a cause, or causes.

2. That cause or causes must have been sufficiently potent to
produce them each and all.

3. Therefore their magnitude and multitude prove that their
cause or causes must have been transcendent.

4. They are, in part, material ; therefore, unless we acknow-
ledge the eternity of matter, they must have had an origin;
their cause or causes must have been prior to themselves.

5. The eternity of matter is unthinkable. It cannot be
conceived that matter existed always, because, however far back
we conceive it to be, a reason for its being is always still

c 2
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required. It could no more have been without an origin than
it could originally have produced itself. It could not, we have
seen, have produced itself ; therefore its origin must be sought
elsewhere.

6. It must therefore be said, that nature, founded on matter,
must have been produced by some anterior thing or things. It
musf have had an originator or originators.

7. That originator or originators could not be the immaterial
part of uature itself, for that is dependent on the material part,
and has, as far as we can see, no power or vitality, which is not
founded on the material part.

8. What, then, can be the originator or originators of nature ?
There appear to be only two possible conceptions thereof.
Either it must have been chance ; or it must have been a being
or beings more or less intelligent.

9. Could it have been chance? Could the universe have been
produced by accidents? We go back once more to our store-
house of natural data, and look over them to see if this is a
possible solution ! But one thing we observe in them, which
has indeed been observed by all students of nature from most
ancient days, and that is the universal prevalence in it of order.
In its dvnipBuov ryéracua everywhere, there is everywhere
orderliness. In its infinite variety there is on every side plan,
adaptation, natural law, continuity and correspondence: In
nature there are complications endless, but nowhere confusion.
But as is the cause so must be the effect. Chance could only
have produced confusion. If chance had produced the universe,
the existing universe would have been one mighty mass of
disorder ; and that is exactly the opposite to everything which
we observe. And therefore we can positively and logically assert
that the universe could not, and did not, originate by chance.

10. We are therefore driven to the conclusion that it must
have come by the work of an intelligent originator or originators,
one or more. Which was it? Again we go to the storehouse
of nature ; and at once modern science rushes to our aid. If
there is one pre-eminent fact which the advance of science has
brought into view it is the unity of nature. Continuity is found
in it everywhere. The correlation of natural forces is declared.
The uniformitarian theory has left among its ruins abounding
exemplars of the age-long congruity of natural laws. Most of
all the great doctrine of evolution, whatever else it has done,
has at least established the possibilsty of tracing all ex1st1nﬂr
variety back to unity. The more strongly it is asserted, the
more emphatic is its proclamation of the uniformity of nature.
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That indeed is its kernel-thought, its very mainspring. Realized

or unrealized, underlying unity is the only basis upon which any

" theory of development can possibly rest. Whether the super-
structure be'sound or not, every worker who attempts to build
it must of necessity start from this foundation. If evolution
claims continuous supremacy over all kinds of life, it is
thereby simply asserting the original unity of animated nature.

- If it goes so far as to demand the identity of life and non-life,
if it claims sway, not only over things material, but over things
mental and moral as well, it only thereby the more imperiously
proclaims that in all things natural there is an impress of
pristine unity. Whether evolution to its full, or indeed to any
extent, is to- be accepted, is not the question here; the sole
point is that its very employment as a working liypothesis, a
possible guide to the history of nature, implies the a priori
acknowledgment of the unity of origin of that nature. Original
unity cannot be consistently denied by any evolutionist; but
original unity in things made (whether in fact, as the extreme
form of the theory requires, or in conception as any form of it
requires) must predicate actual unity in the maker; forit would
be an absurdity to imagine two originators setting out to
produce Nature, and from their diverse starting points inde-
pendently producing wunity or uniformity in their twain
productions. Moreover even those who reject the theory of
evolution, agree with evolutionists in acknowledging this under-
lying uniformity, or unity in principle of existing and original
nature. And this fact, thus acknowledged on all sides, can
mean nothing else than this; that the originator of nature was
one, was intrinsic Unity Himself.

11. We have then reached thus far—that Nature, that the
universe, had one intelligent Originator, one antecedent
Creator. But we must ask one more question of our store-
house of data. What do they predicate to us with regard
to His intelligence, and to His moral character ¢ Can it
be said that