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THE CREATION 
GENESIS 1, AND 2.. 

THERE are truths which concern external nature, for 

which we are indebted to the revelation of God. 

Creation is one of these. That we are warranted in 

treating this truth as one which man could only guess 

after, without a divine revelation, we cannot but infer 

from the fact that mankind in general doubted about it 

—nay, even those who had the reputation of being the 

wisest and greatest of men denying it. There was no 

country where philosophy had such brilliant names and 

such extensive cultivation as in Greece; yet perhaps 

nowhere else was unbelief of creation more prevalent, 

especially among the philosophers, Aristotle denied it: 

Plato never understood it. To say who did comprehend, 

or even so much as conceive it, would be difficult, I 

deny not that there were those who spoke of it, but 

with singular darkness, and with evident confusion of 

mind. And yet it is a truth which, when once it is 

revealed, man's mind feels that so it must have been, if 

he really weighs the facts, and submits to their force. 

The reason why man, without a revelation, cannot 

reach up to creation as a certainty, I suppose to be this, 

that man, as such—apart from a higher being--can- 
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not rise above that which be is himself. He is but a 

c[ Curt. He may reason as to the effects of creation 

aro-and him; he may arrive at inferences-  and con-

victions and so he has, as the Apostle Paul shows us- -

of God's eternal power and Godhead. At the same 

time, as creation is clearly out of the sphere of sense 

and demonsilAtion, so there car* be no certainty' of it 

unless God reveal it. Wlhen reveal d. it at once 

accounts for and explains that which is 'before the eyes 

of all_ 
Men have raised many difficulties about creation. 

There is. nothing NO- easy, nen for a child, as lo put 

cluostions hard to solve; but, after all, the difficulties 

and objections of speculation are generally trifling, 

when looked it_10 with candour, and fairly confronted 

with the light of divine truth. 

Thus _men 1-1.avct asked wily creation mould 	at a 

certain paint of time, why not always. I answer that 

to say always is to deny creation. You asmirie by 

your doubt the denial of that which od'5 word .assem. 

and which even yn'ir reason can find the only key that 

really unlocks the universe_ More than this, crea.tion 

necessarily implies an exertion of the power of God: 

for it means that God was pleased to put forth His 

encrgy, and to pive being to that which had no previous 

existcnix.. Aid clearly it belongs to a personal being, 

God is. lc flaw a 'MIL—consequently. to 1.7,reate whol 

He pleasefi, bow He pleases, and as much in-  as little as 

He pleilses. 
Creation. therefore, i3 the action of sovereign will to 

call into lying whatever seemed fit to His wisdom. If 

one usel.1 " time. of this, it -must be in a largo sense; 

for, strictly sp2akirig, what we c I1 time ordinarily is 
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duration measured b created objects, after they have 

been caused to exist by God's power. In ancient times 

the philosophizing Jews found Considered)lo difficulty in 

bringing in rowures of time into their thoushts 

c_Tezi6on. Their dincu_Ity was precisely the opposite of 

that which the Gentile philosophers feel now. The 

modern schools of scion tx demand enormous tracts of 

time; hut they themsclves must admit they have made 

profound mistakes—their own boirlIcs proveil. They 

dittcr not Only trim their predecesors, but front onc 

another: not only from one another, but from them-

selves. Give them only a few year., pind we find the 

most confident sLaLetrants made—by geologicts more 

patlicularly—refirted, not merely by other writers, but 

by their awn NUEMLNUOilt invostintions. 

Aga_in in general it is not a question of disputing 

their observations. or well-atiested factsi, 'nese may 

be interesting and import t, as wdl a.s solid; the use 

made of limit is another thing. We are entitled to 

judge their conclusions: they assuredly have du.ie so 

themselves. with no Hale freedom; we are entitled on 

ineompara.bly bater grounds, ii we,  have confidence in 

the word of God, which they have Tint, Only let us 

take care, lest vie bring. by our own haste or un5ki1ful-

nes, unmerited blame on that word which we seek to 

expound. Tf. they leave let it sl=p, if th.e.y have dared 

to despise it, so much the worse for Lilo') both now ancl 

evermore.. 
The truth is that Scripture is in6nitely larger than 

the sysaans of merle I shall hope to prove, this after- 

noon„ two things: 	that after the ingitming there i$ 

room for the longett successive lapses of duration; 

next, that tlik errdiriary divisions of time arc 	pre sly. 
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introduced, and this precisely when. it suits the character 

of Clod's revelation, and His dealings with men. Con-

sequently the word of God leaves ample space for all 

that is true in the systems both of the ancients and of 

the maderns. Here, then, as ordinarily, and I dare to 

say always, it is only ignorance of Scripture, and 

inattention to it, which have created the difficulty, as 

they are apt to do. 

Tn short, the portion that has been read gives two 

great facts: creation at first, apart from those measures 

of time which belong to the present condition or the 

heavens and earth; secondly, the introduction of the 

common course of time, when God is undertaking to 

prepare- an immediate abode for man on the earth, 

Thus, then, is met the Alexandrian theory, as of Philo, 

who thought it derogatory to God to suppose literal 

time in creation.* His conception of the divine energy 

was an instantaneous result, The moderns have 

reduced God to a being rather more like themselves. 

For man undoubtedly would be a long time making 

such a. world as this, and so is ready to imagine. that 

God must have been a long time too, I do not say that 

there is much to boast of, either in ancients or in 

moderns; but the fact. is that there seems to be a true 

element. in both these suppositions. The rnischief is 

that. neither has been rightly understood, and that one 

has been set against another; whereas both, duly 

applied, have a solid existence in fact, and in the 

Philo, in his treatise an the Mosaic account of tilte creation., 

does not go,  farther than 5a,ying that the six. days were 	d for 

the sake of arrangement, to which number is allied, of which 

he curiously thinks " six " as perfection. But in his lirsi book 

J.k.11e,gories, he will have it that Moses wrote Gen, 2, 4 to 

leave the titne undefined, and so to exclude tho idea that. the 

universe came int(' bang in six dElys. 
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revelation of God's word, But we must distinguish 

and not confound themb 
" In the beginning God created the heaven and the 

earth." If God had been bound. to create at any 

moment before that in which He was pleased to call 

into being the heavens and the earth, His character 

must have been denied; He would not thus be the 

Absolute after all, For absolute means that He is not 

tied to conditions. That He was pleased, therefore, to 

exert His own divine energy at the particular time 

when He chose flows from the very fact that He is God. 

Even a man has a will. is God to be deprived of His 

will? What sort of a God would that be? 

" In the beginning." then, " God created, the heaven 

aid the earth." Observe the careful abstinence here 

from measures of time that belong to man_ It is now 

well known, that. not the heavens only but the earth 

had an existence and suited condition when man was 

not upon it—when it might be utterly impossible, 

according to the facts that we know about its circum-

stances, for man to be there, or for any animated nature 

to subsist—followed by vast and gradual changes, as 

well as sudden convulsions destructive of such living 

things as did afterwards exist, For such crises and 

changes there were, if there be anything ascertaine-d in 

the " uncertain science," as one called ft who was 

himself one of the chief contributors to the riches of 

physical knowledge. And an uncertain science it truly 

is. Humboldt, we may be sure, did not mean to slight 

any real fruit of manes min.d. If there be, then, 

anything certain in the uncertain science of geology, it 

is this, that there were immense tracts of duration 

when man did not exist upon the earth. God's word 
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leaves ample space for them. " In the beginning " fixes 

the commencement of the universe indeed, but admits 

of eras of indefinite extent, and this before the 

confusion described in the following verse, still more of 

course before the six days, whose course begins with 

verse 3. 
To what use He applied them — what. were the 

particular constitution, phase, and denizens of the 

earth during one space or another, God has not seen fit 

to lay before us in His word, This is no defect in 

Scripture:: that it lies open to such a charge flows from 

one of its excellences. The word of God was never 

meant to be a book of hurna.n science. Nevertheless, 

1.vhen science ceases to he uncertain, when it is no 

longer a heap of hypotheses, one displacing and destroy- 

ing another, in the measure in which it becomes really 

entitled to the rank of science, and attains any degree 

of consistency as a branch of knowledge, it never fails 

to pay homage to the word of God, 1 do not speak of 

every individual who cultivates it. Far from that. 

But it seems to me true of science itself. And un- 

questionably men who have largely advanced its 

domains in all directions have not been the least. loud 

in their acknowledgment of God's word, when it speaks 

of that which they are generally considered to know 

best. There are none in. this room who would dispute 

the place of a Newton or a Cuvier. They were not 

backward in owning the value of Scriptural truths. 

Remember, 1 do not bring in the names of these great 

men a.s if it could be any triumph for the ..use of God. 

It was their gain to bow to kris word, which really cast. 

lustre on them, not they on it,. 

So always it is. There is no man but what derives 
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all his blessing, if he be wise, through God's word from 

God Himself. Sir Isaac Newton, for instance, did not 

degrade the science of which he was one of the most 

illustrious ornaments by denying God or dishonouring 

His word, Not that. the prince of natural philosophe.rs 

understood the word of God well—T do not think he 

did. It was not given to him to sound the depths of 

Scripture to any remarkable extent. He can scarcely 

be deemed correct as to his views of creation; for his 

idea was that God in the first place created crude masses 

of matter.* Very likely-  such is the notion among 

many to this day; if so, it. is a serious error, which 

derives no countenance from the word of God. What 

Scripture says is that " in the beginning God created 

the heaven and the earth.," Do these _latter terms mean 

masses of -matter? Heaven is not masses of matter, 

nor earth either. When Scripture says God created the 

Itsc.cins probable. to me that God, in the beginning, 

formed matter in solid, massy:  hard, impenetrable, moveable 

particles, of such sizes and figures, 2ind with such other proper-

ILI, and in such proportions to space, as most conduced to the 

end for which He formica them. 
" By the help of this principle all material things seem to have 

been composed of the hard and solid particles ahove mentioned, 

variously associated in the first creation by the counsel uf ate 

intelligent Agent; for it became Him who created them to set 

them in ordel.. And if He did so, it is un philosophical to wet. 

for a.nt other origin of the world, or to pretend that it might 

have arisen out of chaos by the mere laws of nature; ihougE-E 

being °nee formed it may continue by these hVieleS for many ages. 

' Space being intinliely divisible, arid matter not hieing nece8.-

sary in all places, it may be also allowed th.t God is ablc to 

create pat-ticks of matter of several sizes and figures, and in 

several proportions Lo space, and perhaps 4.i.f different densitic:s 

and forces, and thereby to vary the laws of nature, and make 

worlds of several sorts in several parts of the universe, At least. 

I see nothing of contradiction in all this.."---liorsley'..c Newton, 

p. 260, &c. 
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heaven and the earth, it means what it says.. God did 

not create a mass of undigested materials, We may 

presume Sir Isaac got this from Ovid, certainly not from 

the 'Bible, Most school-boys have imbibed the same 

idea; for even the greatest of men may sometimes be 

affected by that which influences the child at school. 

Few of us sift our sources of thought enough to discern 

how much we are tinctured, especially by heathen poets 

and philosophers. There is no man necessarily above 

such an influence. It would be only flattering ourselves 

to fancy that any man here could pretend to such an 

immunity. i should be sorry. indeed, to give the 

slightest ground to suppose it to be a question of man 

against man. My,  present task is to vindicate God's 

word, no matter who the person is that ventures to 

oppose it, Let his reputation be what it may, God is 

atiove him, and His word is infinitely lviser than. that 

which any man has written without inspiration. Scrip- 

ture never knows what it is to correct itself; it corrects 

all others and their words, let them be the greatest 

philosophers or who they may, 

God's word then asserts, that in the beginning He 

created the heaven and the mirth, 1 admit that it was 

not the heavens in the sense in which we afterwards 

read of them, in the course of the second day (verses 

6-8). it was not the earth in the state in which, when 

the waters were finally gathered into seas, man was to 

live on the dry land. No is there any reference to man 

or even to any other animal in this primary Enention of 

the earth (verse 1). All is left strikingly open. If 

science has made discoveries here, let her humbly seek 

to prove them. Let her remember the cosmogonies of 

olden time and not he too hasty. Above all, let her not 
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be in a hurry to contradict the Bible, Ste will he wiser 

if she curbs her spirit and seeks a docile mind; other-

wise she will find out her humiliating mistake before 

long. When things get settled down into their places, 

and the various discoveries acquire shape, and are 

generalized into laws that carry conviction everywhere, 

like the principle of gravitation; when geology arrives 

(if ever it should) at such a place as its far niore exact 

sister, astronomy, I do not doubt that. her obeisance to 

the Bible will be more complete tha.n it is now. Not 

that I expect such progress; yet it is not for any one to 

predict what may be in reserve. But this is certain, 

that Scripture asserts the grand truth that God gave 

being to the heaven and the earth, without connecting 

this with time as measured by man, still less of course 

by history. 
Consequently the common idea of putting tip 

creation of the world some six thousand years ago is a 

mere blunder, The Bible is in no way responsible for 

it, Where does Scripture say so, or anything approaching 

to it? It is only the annotator at the beginning of the 

Authorised Version who joins .R.C. 4004 with. Genesis 1. 

1. I do not doubt that. the margin was thus supplied 

by men, excellent, learned, and with pious intentions. 

But it. is only man, not God, who dates creation from 

Tisri or September 1st. And this is the blessedness of 

the Bible, that we have in itself that which corrects the 

best of men who laboured on it with the best mean 

and desires.* Is this a loss? To my mind an 

Thus even Bishop Rorsie-5.- writcs, in his Biblical Criticism., 

: " The ereation of the world, as it is described in the 

first ch.apiter of Genesis, was not a single instantaneous ad,, but 

a work performed by gradual stages in the dim of six 9uccessive 

days or entire cc oh 	of the globe Di the earth upon its axis." 
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immense boon, especially to those who boast of no 

wisdom except that which the Bible gives them. The 

Bible—and this is its boast. and ours—is the book for 

all, be they the simplest or the most ignorant. The 

Bible—and where is there the appearance- of such 

another book—can correct the best wisdom that man 

has ever laid up, not merely outside, but from the Bible 

itself. The. Bible, then, nowhere pits creation in 

connection with 	lam --expressly not.; nor is it in 

connection with animated being, with beasts, or birds,. 

or fishes, or reptiles, nor even with the grass and fruits 

of the earth. It simply affirms what man never knew 

as a certainty without the Bible, that " in the beginning 

God created the heaven and the earth." 

Then the second verse puts us in presence of another 

great fact, which has been, no doubt, illustrated by 

geologists, but in no way are we indebted to them_ for 

ascertaining it. Here it is in the Bible without them, 

and before geology was heard of: " And the earth was 

without form, and void." It is clearly a condition 

totally different from the first verse. Not a word about 

the heaven being without form, and. void; the earth 

alone was so, Some, no doubt, have found a difficulty 

because of the word "and " (!) being introduced, as if 

it linked the second verse with the first in point of 

time; but this is all a mistake. If the word "and " 

had not been hem, the first verse might have been taken 

for a sort of summary of all the rest of the chapter; 

and thus hasty readers, and preachers, and commentators 

have been too disposed to treat . it in expounding the 

chapter. They imagined that God's creating in the 

beginning was set out in detail under the various days 

that afterwards follow; but that little conjunction 
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precludes such an interpretation, Compare such state-

ments elsewhere, as for instance, in Genesis 5: " This is 

the book of the generations of Adam. In the day that 

God created Dian, in the likeness of God made he him." 

There we have the absence of the conjunction. The 

reason is that the first words are an abstract of that 

which the rest of the chapter brings before us. Had 

there been no " and " at the beguiling of the second 

verse of the first cha..ptcr, the common (or at least what 

used to be the common) construction might plead some 

show of reason for itself,. as far as the language of 

Moses is concerned. There might have then been an 

inipeachrnent of the accuracy of the divine record. As 

it stands, there is thorough and manifest correctness. 

The only persons that have _made mistakes are either 

Christians with tipriglit wishes, who have merely 

attached their own erroneous notion to the scripture, or 

men of science who similarly 	-r .ding it have 

forthwith sought to malign it. There was no just. 

ground for either: the fault was in both, not in God's 

word.* 
" And the earth was without torn', and void." This 

is a second fact.. Th‘tre is no limitation of the space 

that intervened between the original creation of heaven 

and earth in verse I. and the dreary ruin depicted in 

*- If the Doc mcant. "and" in an adversative. sense, as many 
have done since, I believe them nliFitakeri, and that the conjunc-

tion. is simolv a particle of connection. The -TUC Ji...erpretation 

is confirmed by the substantive verb which in Hobrcw is novcr, 

as 0 I ten in English and other longues, a mere eopuia. The 

tam's, thereore, of verse-s I and 2 are connected; the times are. 

kept expresAy separate. In the bioginning (let it be ever so far 

back) was the. creation; subsequently —hut how long after is not 

said—was [he chaotic confusion. of the earth,. Here Dr. Hennody 

(Donnelian .1.4.3rtureiy, ii, 12. &c,) sears to be in evident error,. 
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the earlier clause of verse. 2, We. are not told what 

were the grounds on which God dissolved the fabric of 

the earth Ile had created, and brought it into the 

chaotic condition so strikingly set forth. But I repeat 

my assertion that the creation of a &nos, or the 

existence of a chaos as a primeval state, is a heathen 

and not a biblical thought. What the Bible says is 

quite inconsistent with such a.n idea. " -Heaven and 

earth," we have seen, does not mean chaos, but a state 

thin with an order necessarily distinguishing, them. 

What usz God may have made of the earth as it 

originally came from His fiat is another question, and 

our curiosity is _not indulged by the Bible. The fact, 

however, is certain; and it is a fact of the utmost 

moment and of very &Teat interest in its place. All 

the facts that have been discovered of the earliest 

conditions of the earth fall in with it; thai. is to .say, 

they poitiL to a time when the animal, or even vegetable 

kingdom, when life in its lowest. forms as yet had no 

existence on the globe. Is there no difficulty then? 

grant you that. man has the utmost possible difficulty 

in arriving at anything more than a First Cause, 

What the nature of that First. Cause is, how can he tell? 

The very same principle that leads him to feel there 

must be a First cause forbids his understanding it. The 

reason. of this too it is not hard to see. Man himself 

infers a first cause, but he, a caused being, never can 

per se understand a first cause that is not caused, It is 

outside and above the sphere and nature of his own 

being. There man feels, and, alas! would hide, his own 

ignorance. But here in Scripture all is plain. We are 

told that all things above and below had a First Cause, 

and that He who caused them to be was God, who by 
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the absolute act of His own will was pleased so to 

create (verse 1), Then (verse 2) follows another fact— 

the earthly part of the creation completely dissolved, 

and in hopeless confusion. I shall prove that Scripture 

refers to the same words elsewhere; never as the 

original state, but a state to which God was pleased to 

reduce the object in question. The importance of this 

cannot he over-cstiniated in such a. theme as the 

present, 
Thus in Isaiah 34. 11 we have these same expres-

sions once more. In describing the judgment. upon the 

land of Edam, we read, " The. cormorant and the bittern 

shall possess it:, the owl also and the raven shall dwell 

in 	[ ; and he shall stretch out upon it the line of con- 

fusion (rohu), and the stones of emptiness " (bob), No 

man can say that this is a description of the original 

state of the land of Edam: it is a condition to which 

God's judgment brought it down, This, then, confirms 

the interpretation already given of Genesis 1. 2. The 

second verse is brought in as an additional statement to 

the first (not an. exhibition of the state which was 

before us in the first verse). But, further, the use made 

of the terms elsewhere (as Isaiah 34,) shows that they 

Nuit there a condition to which God ck.msigned what lie 

had made, and certainly do not describe that in which 

He made or created it. 
Again Jeremiah 4, 23 refers to these same terms, and 

clearly in allusion to Genesis. There the prophet writes 

in view of the land of Israel and the judgments impend-

ing—" I beheld the earth " (it was a prophetic vision). 

"a..nd, lo, it was without form, and void,-  and the heavens, 

and they had no light. L beheld the mountains. and, 

lo. Lhey trembled, and all the hills mmed lightly, I 
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beheld, and, lo. there was no man, and all the birds of 

the heavens were fled," That is, it is not at all a vision 

looking back to a. primeval condition, hut one that looks 

onward to the utter desolation with which God would 

visit a particular land, the terms being pointedly chosen 

from the second verse of Genesis I, What I gather is 

very simple; chat there is an analogy in the use to 

which the Spirit of God applies His own words; that 

Genesis l . 2 is a description of the state, riot in which 

God made the earth, but to which Ile was pleased 

subsequently to reduce it. 

I may be met by the objection that this represents 

God as capricious. Far be the thought! Was not, is 

not, -1-E, that made the heavens and the earth all-wise? 

Ahl it would have been a poor thing for man, as he is 

now, if God had not broken up the earth; an impeifeet 

provision, if Ile had not convulsed it, and many a. time 

too. 1. am not prepare] to endone, still less to oppose, 

what men of science, who had, as far as I am aware, no 

thought of illustrating the Bible, have affirmed as to 

the number and character of the pre-Adamite convul-

sions. There k one that I could name among the most 

exact and comprehensive of mod.ern writers on palown-

toloo, and he, if I recollect aright, affirms that some 

and t‘veny times the crust of this earth was broken 

up, before man was made to dwell here below: that 

nine and twenty times there have been successive aces 

of God's power, in bringing in what. was new on the 

basis of the breach of the old. And suppose you that all 

this was arbitrary? Certainly I am not going in any-

wise to hind my faith or yours to that which M. 

D'Orbigny says, however competent he may have been 

to give a grave and ripe judgment. Convulsions may 
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have happened nineteen times, or nine and twenty, or 
thirty-nine. 

To my mind it is rather a preicari.011$ afHrmation, the 
exact number on a point so delicate and difficult to 
ascertain with precision. Nevertheless, the general out-
line I cannot but hold to be as sure a series of facts as 
any other in geological science, that God was pleased 
to form successive deposits, and after each, or at any 
rate at intervals, violently to break up the surface that 
He formed, And so. far from this being without a 
worthy purpose, it was the evidently wise course of 
thine's, if He destined the earth, after these vast geolo-
gical eras, to become the home of man, or at least the 
sphere for man's activity and responsibility in such a 
world as this. How else would man have reached what 
lay in the bowels of the earth? How else could he 
have availed himself, for instance, of the buried coal 
measures? How else could he have turned to account 
the minerals deposited in its depths? How else could 
he have quarried the lime, the marbles, and other stones 
concealed there? On the one hand, all this chain of 
successive convulsion.s was requisite for man. when 
formed on the earth; but, on the other hand, it was 
entirely incompatible with man, or indeed any other 
being, when living on the face of the earth; because 
these violent disruptions, of course, would have been 
fatal, as they were when various genera and species of 
living creatures did exist at each epoch when the crash 
took place., and consequently the tale is told by the 
vast beds of fossilized objects, as we all knew when 
God laid down riot merely unstratificd formations, but 
strata with an ascending scale of organic being, before 
the Adamie earth, 
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Rut all this was not without a beneficent design 

marked with the utmost wisdom and goodness too, as all 

that God does and says must be. So that although He 

was pleased here to pass over these geologic eras silently, 

leaving it to man who was about to avail himself of 

means to discover such facts by his observation, and by 

that inind with which God had endowed him, yet He 

has left ample verge for all in verse 2. ft was natural 

that man should survey that world on which he was 

made, and of which he was constituted the lord. One 

can understand that. man 2003 forth and enters with 

interest into the conditions of the world that was put 

under him; for thing here below were his proper 

domain. Naturally, therefore, man seeks to understand 

the world which has been set in his heart (Eccles. 3+ 

11), where he finds himself now an inhabitant. It is 

perfectly certain that all the previous states differed 

more or less from each other, as they were totally 

different from the conditions in which man was made 

and tested in Eden. 

. 	Let me here state another patent fact. It is after all 

this that the days come in. ft is quite a mistake to 

count them long periods, They are nothing of the sort. 

I sec no reason to doubt that they are simple cycles of 

twenty-four hours_ If long periods had been !meant, do 

you think that God would have spoken about " the 

evening and the morning "? Such a phi ase would be 

an extraordinary formula for introducing any other than 

a natural day. That there were long periods may be 

quite true; but then they are left room for, and not 

described. They would come in before if not after the 

state described in verse 2--once certainly, and perhaps 

twice. There might be suites of long periods for aught 
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we know, it does not appear, as far as my reading goes, 

that there is anything of real trustworthiness as to these 

periods except the general fact, which is a matter of 

fair inference from what has heen turned up here below. 

But here it is, and here only, in my opinion, that you 

must insert these long eras. Grant that there may have 

hen forty thousand years for one period, what is there 

to alarm in that? Be it so: I care not. how many 

millions of years you claim, Supposing that scheme 

true. there is room for the geologic ages: Scripture says 

nothing to the contrary. but leaves abundant space for 

all. and so much the more remarkably because at first 

sight such interstices might be easily passed over. 

It is not the part of wisdom for a Christian to deny 

facts. Why reject the phenomena which indicate states 

not only of the earth, but. of living creatures there 

before Adam was made, that is. before (he six days? 

Otherwise, how can we escape the supposition, that God 

was pleased to make vast quantities of fossilized objects, 

giving the appearance of having lived on the earth, 

which never did? Are you prepared to accept the 

notion that God studiously gave a semblance of that 

which was not true? There are remains of animalst  

and animals too that were evidently made with distinct 

objects and with characteristics altogether different from 

those of any animals to be found now, and suPPosing 

a correspondent state of things (as for instance, when 

the world was a vast marsh and enormous heat pre-

vailed), There is no ground whatever to doubt these 

facts. I do not see that a Christian shows his wisdom, 

or his faith either, by • denying anything of the sort. 

Granted that being unrevealed it is not a point for 

faith; it is a thing that man must ascertain and prove 
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if he can, and thus it is a question of knowledge ur 

ignorance. One cannot talk correctly about faith in 

science. Faith has nothing to do with science, nor again 

has science with faith. Whz-11 the scientific, illell have 

to do is to collect and marshal their facts; then let them 

and others judge their conclusions. This does not appear 

to me at all arrogant—but what every soul who can 

ought to do 	-every one who takes the trouble of making 

hintselt master of the facts they present. 11 does IRA 

follow that the most diligent and successful collectors 

of facts are the best deducers from them_ This may 

or may not be. A wise man has not a word to say 

against science itself or known facts. I do complain of 

the precipitancy and evident a.niirlus with which many 

men_ have chosen to use what the' could in an unformed 

and crude stale of science to contradict the word of 

God. Neither wisdom nor reverence appears in such 

ways. 
Thus, we have now had the two grand facts with 

which the chapter opens—the original creation, and 

secondly, another separate fact, but the next that is 

Mated,--the chaotic condition into which the earth was 

reduced, and, as far as the analogy of Scripture shows 

by God7s act--by His judgment—for wise reasons. 

But there is more evidence still. There is a passage 

in Isaiah which seems to me formally to contradict the 

notion that God created the earth in a state of chaos. 

As to heaven it is not pretended; it is only a question 

of the earth. We shall hest see the importance of this 

by-and-by. Now, in a well-known passage of Isaiah 

(45. 18). the Spirit of God is explicit that God did 

not make the earth in the chaotic condition which is 

familiar to all the readers of ancient mythology. 'It is 
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a statement which made a considerable impression o 
my own mind, because in it the Spirit of Crud seems 
distinctly to contradict the idea that the earth. was 
created in emptiness or confusion. " For thus saith 

Jehovah that created the heavens, God himself that 
formed the earth arid made it; he hat} established it; 
be created it not in vain: he formed it to be inhabited," 
Our translators in using the expression "iri vain " 
evidently turned to/ui aside from the literal import. The 
fact is, it is very much more forcible when taken in 
connection with the passage in Genesis 1_ 2. One of the 
terms Moses employed in verse 2 is used by Isaiah, who 
declares that. Jehovah did not create the earth so. What 
conclusion can one draw but. that. Moses described an 
after state, and not the primary result of God's creation! 
The traditional interpretation sets the legislator at 
variance with the prophet, and must he abandoned for 
the view already given, which maintains their perfect 
harmony. When created, God did not create the earth 
a vvraste; when it be me such. it was a subsequent 
state. 

There is another fact also on which I would just 
desire to say a word—the remarkable precision of the 
terms that the Spirit of God has used on this subject, 
Hebrew is not by any moa.as: a copious language, but is 

cornpard.tively poor. It is not at all equal to our own 
in possessing shades of synonym; but for all that it is 
worthy of note that, as to the matter now in hand, 

which was to be conveyed by revelation. to man, the 
language that the Holy Ghost first employed has 
materials which, for precision, as far as I know, are 
found in none other. Consider how the terms which 
we translate " creating " " making " " forming " or 
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" fashioning" here and elsewhere, are. used—with what 

force and appropriateness in the word of God. 

It may help to put this in a clear light before those 

ignorant of it if we turn to Exodus fl which. perhaps, 

may be in the minds of. sonic as bearing out the 

common notion that the earth was created in six days. 

In the eleventh verse of that chapter it is Itvmitten, " In 

six days Jehovah made heaven and earth, the sea, and all 

that in them is, and rested the seventh day." No doubt 

a great many people, in the habit of heating this, have 

confounded it with the opening words of Genesis 1-

But there is a marked difference, instead of any such 

confusion, If Scripture said that Jehovah created heaven 

arid earth in six days, there would be reasonable. ground 

for the thought.,. Nowhere. i!.; such an assertion to be 

found in the word of God. What we do find is the 

creation. of heaven and earth in the. beginning: but 

When you Come to tlic six da7prs, it is the intiking of 

heaven and earth. So manifest is the difference at once. 

" Create." (bara), if we are to distinpukh the words, 

refers to the efficient cause; " make" (act) points to 

the formal Cause; and they have another word (yotAar), 

which brings in the material, 

it is very evident, therefore, that Hebrew—poor a. 

language as it may be in some respects- -is exquisitely 

precise in these very particulars. No doubt the reason 

is obvious. it \ryas God's pleasure to reveal His mind 

as to the outward creation in the Hebrew tongue. And 

what makes it the more striking is, that Greek .which 

is such a finely expressive language in most other res-

pects--seenas to fail riot a little in this. They had no 

words at all competent to express these ,shades of mean-

ing. They were driven to other ways of putting the 
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idea. There is always a possibility in every tongue of 

expressing thought; but this may, in some CEISCS, require 

a circuitous method. In John 1. 3 we have creation 

alluded to. In the first verse we read: " Tn the begin-

ning was the Word "--dearly this ascends, as often 

noticed, before Genesis 1. 1. In the one beginning God 
acied; in the other the. Word ivos, the uncreated ex-
presser of God s  before His power was put forth to call 

anything or one into being--the Word that was with 

G'ocf, and that was God. " The sane was in the begin-

ning with God. All things were made b Y him." There 

is a beautiful exact_nc.ss in the Greek expression, that is 

not found in the English. Fgenete-) is not adequately 

answered either by the Hebrew or the English "made." 

Properly speaking, it do-es not mean anythin2 of the 

sort, but "caused to be." The Word gave to all Things 
exis!ence, This seems to be the best Greek mciliod of 

expressing creation, if it can be expressed in that tongue 

by one word. "All things were brought into being by 

him: they .began"—or, rather. "were caused to be 

him," Such is the force of to term, But this does 

not at all match •the admirable excellence of the 

F [threw tongue, where we. have God's own absolute act 

referred to. Such is the essemze of the word "create" 

and consequently it is invariably attributed to God. 

We never read of any created being of whom it is pre-

dicated, unless in a figure or evident accommodation. It 

could n.0( be applied to the act of a creature. Not that 

it always means created out of nothing. It is the word 

for this, hut not for this only. Hence it is applied to 

the fifth day's work—the first production of animal life 

for the Adamic world (verse 21), and still more ernphia.. 

tically to the latest task of the sixth day, when God 
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gave being to the chief of this lower creation (verse 27)_ 

We ought always to gather the value of a word from its 

usage; to the use that Scripture makes of it we may 

wisely, and must implicitly, bow. 

Thus, without going farther, this very chapter of 

Genesis shows that, while th.e word here translated 

"create" is proper to describe God's origination of 

being where there was none before, at the same time it 

may express a particular act of God's will where there 

existed materials of which God made use. For instance, 

where He created the sea-anirnals, and where lie created 

man in the image of God, it is evident that in neither 

case does it mean without pre-existent material, !Jere 

we know from the account that such there were. The 

statemems of Scriptore are incomistant, therefore, with 

the notion that the word create invariably means creating 

out of nothing. At the same time. while this modifica-

tion of the word's meaning is anowed, it remains true 

that, if God would express creation in its full import 

where there was nothing before, this is the word and 

none other. Where is the word beside so admirably 

suited to convey it'? 
If some suppose it a defect that. the same word is 

used with such shades of difference, let me tell them 

that their objection makes a demand on Hebrew which 

is not met by any other language- which, if it could be 

met, would involve mere barbarism even if practicable 

to be remembered and used; in fact, there is rio language 

where words do not express varieties of meaning. If 

the most precise of tongues did not admit of some 

modification. in the use of its terms, such a catalogue 

would be an intolerable burden. ff one were borand to 

use a new word for every new thought, how cumbrous 
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Would human gpeech become! Man would sink under 

the weight of that which he had to carry in his mind, and 

-utter in its proper time and place. But enough of this, 

which T merely notice to guard the unrelleeting from a 

common misapprehension. 
When God, then, expresses not the first origination. 

of the universe, bat the constituting of the earth an 

abode for man, we find the plain fact:, that in the six. days 

Jehovah, the God of Israel, is said to have made all 

things (according to the fourth commandment, which 

views the whole scene a we have it now, riot as 

primarily created). Accordingly, after the Spirit of God 

has been brought in as moving upon the face of the 

waters, we are shown in the six days' work the making 

of the earth for man as formed by the hand of God 

here below_ 
Let us briefly trace their course, '4  And God said, 

Let there be light," Here, again, it is well to direct 

vow-  attention to the words. A well known critic of 

antiquity singled out the sentence as a fine instance cif 

the sublime. But there is far more in it. Probably 

many of my hearers ate aware that there have been 

conflicting theories about light, and that the men of 

science nave not quite settled the question yet among 

themselves (that is to say, Nvbether it depend on emission 

from a certain point which you may call the fountain, 

or whether light be caused to act by vibrations). There 

is thus a. wide discordance between the corpuscular 

theory and the idea of an undulating ether.. Further, 

it is known that most scientific modems have been dis-

posed to give up the Newtonian theory of corpusele.s in 

favour of the vibration theory of a later date. lt may 

be remarked here that the mariner in which God's word 



26 	 THE CREATION 

introduces the action of light suits the more refined 

view. For certainly there is a careful abstinence frorn 

making an entity of light, It is not put forward Os 

some material this created, but in such a way as to 

express a power, whatever its seat might be. Thus the 

peculiarity of its men.tion makes it perfectly consistea 

with the supposition that it is merely produced by uri-

dulations of ether. 
This is the ill ore mmarkable, because no one can 

pretend that the theory was known. I am aware how 

scholars have permitted themselves to look down on tile 

sons of Israel, l am aware that to You r Tacituses arLd 

Gibbons they were the most. contemptible of mankind. 

T am aware that poets cannot conceal their bitter scorn-

Nevertteless, how comes to pass the startling fact,, that 

there have been heaps of philosophers before and sin/ix 

these scornful poets and historians, ancient or modern, 

but the only account Ut Creation which survives is 

found in the simple yet sublime words of the Hebrew 

Moses? Many of them, if not all, wrote of the 

universe since Moses: but where will you put 

Ptolemy—one of the greatest names---now7 Here shines 

day by,  day the same majestic statement in the word of 

God. The more you seek to degrade the Hebrews,_ 

the more you really, though unwittingly, exalt the Oxi 

who employed them to be the vehicles of communicating 

what none else knew. Where is any other document 
of the kind that stands its ground lace kienesis , 	if 

there be, show ine it or the man that wrote it. Where 

is the theory of the earth, up to this year of grace, 

which has yet given such a graphic, comprehensive, or 

exact statement? And this is the more admirable, 

be 	it is given in a book meant for men, women, 
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and children; in a bixik expressly designed to cut the 

light of God on a world involved in moral darkness; 

in a hook capable of being understood from the first 

day it was written, yet at the same time so written that 

nothing shall ever he found to contradict it up to the 

last day. 
This is what I claim for the Bible. That anything 

has ever really 0-§iitiadicted it, on grounds that will 

bear investigation, I have yet to learn. It has not 

been for want of will or effort; it has not been for 

want of learning or science. I do not pretend to be so 

ignorant as riot to have looked into what mcn. have 

written a.gainst the Bible. I have examined what has 

been said in ancient. as well as. modern times. But I 

haw, not seen—and I vhallenge any other person to show 

me— -an a.ccount of creation that carries on its own face 

such an admirable combination, There is a statement 

of facts that does not go beyond what men in olden 

time could profit by and understand; and yet not only 

does it survive all the changing thought of mankind, but 

it gathers fresh illustration of its truth from the advance 

of science, whereva the later becomes so mature and 

fixed as to carry general conviction along with itself. 

That a man living at so very early a day (as Moses 

unquestionably did) ha_q written in the same brief 

sentence that which one of the greatest wits of 

antiquity, and fincst critics of style, cites as challenging 

universal admiration for its shill* sublimity; and that 

ho has at the same time given his account with an 

exactness that. surpasses what the illustrious Newton 

displayed. only within a comparatively short remove 

from nLr own time—to rue is the more gratifying, 

because it came from the remote history of a very little 
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people in an obscure corner of the earth, It is no use 

to tell me that Moses was learned in the wisdom of the 

Egyptians. The wisdom of the Egyptians in these 

matters would have only m isled him. Produce me 

such a testimony of their wisdom, show me from their 

hieroglyphics, or from any other source you like, that 

they understood the course of creation as Moses did. 

There may have been some points common; but they 

were points common to many others besides Ezyptians_ 

They were relics of current tradition, in some way or 

other generally received. But were the special salient 

points of Moses ever endorsed by the philosophers of 
Greece, Rome, or Egypt? The Egyptians held eternal 

matter, primeval night, and the origin of their gods 
from earth and heaven, not the God who in the begin-

ning created them and all things. 
It seems to me, then, that the scorn of inerechtlity is, 

as usual, exceedingly misplaced: and that Moses must 
not be viewed as a genius who had by depth of intellect 

penetrated into nature's secrets. They are not to be 

rifled thus. Genius ma develope itself in poetry; it 

.may happily blOSSOM and bear fruit in a waste of 

seemingly barren facts. But the facts of creation are 

an impossibility for mind to conceive and calmly state 

without exposing itself to successful attacks from all 

sorts of shafts of a. hostile world. Not so! Them is 

One above all the geniuses, scholars, and men of science, 

who gave them life and breath and all things; He it 

was who wrote by His servant Moses. 
We mast take note of another fact also. Why is it 

that light. is introduced here? it is no use to say that 

it is all according to phenomena, It is not natural_ to 

have spoken of it here, unless the allegation were the 
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simple truth. Moses surely had done otherwise had he 

been writing according to observation. And you know 

that this is the boasted but really base philosophy of the 

hour; you are aware that pert are now making 

experience everything, and that what Hume put forth 

in his scepticism of a former day is now the fashionable 

empiricism of this day. They call it positivism. No 

more degrading system ever dragged down mei:0$ minds 

since the world began; nothing will more thoroughly 

corrupt the hearts. Such was the fate of the early 

positivists in heathen times. It will be more deadly 

now. 
But however this may be judged, here we have a 

fact not discernible by experience at all. And if it be 

a. truth, how was it learnt? Who, that merely gathered 

his thoughts from the world around and above, would 

have brought in light before the sun, moon, and stars? 

Why then did Moses burden his account of creation by 

that which was not at all a fact derivable from observa-

tion, but rather a difficulty? It k a strange statement 

at first sight. If it really set forth the truth, it is easily 

a.ecounted for. Nor am 1 in the least denying that 

light may have been caused to act at previous states of 

the world. It is vain, therefore, to object to Scripture, 

that there were animals before man. which had eyes, and 

consequently saw; that even those little animals (1 need 

hardly say 1 mean the Trilobites) that have been dis-

covered soon after the first traces of animal life, noticed 

in the formations of the Silurian epoch, are remarkable 

for their singular and powerful structure of visiom 

There is no doubt of the facts, and I would not weaken 

their force in the least. Their ocular provision indicates 

fulness and power. Some of these must have been able 
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to look round about in a way beyond most beings now 

on the earth. At the same time, all this is not at all 

inconsistent with the statement of Moses. IL is evident 

that a state of chaos might cause totally different con-

ditions from what had existed before, and might forbid 

that vibration that was necessary to call out light. But 

here we find that, after this utter confusion., light is 

caused to be. If animals existed before those described 

for the Adamic earth., there may have been light before 

also. What is said under the six days is about the 

earth as it was to be placed under man.. 

Another thing may be observed. A certain analogy 

may well have been in part, if not wholly, between the 

great geological periods, and these six days. You are 

aware, of course, that Hush Miller is the popular 

advocate of this idea, carried out so far as to identify 

them by making the days mean these vast successive 

eras. Now it is not for me to speak slightingly of such 

a an; at the same time, I believe he.  was mistaken. 

Do I deny the long periods? Not at all. Do I reject 

the analogy between them and these days? In no wise, 

Can we not understand vast periods characterized by 

God 	building up this globe gradually anti in successive 

exertions of His power, and that. the six days should go 

over the work again after the last great catastrophe, 

before man, only on_ a circumscribeAl and very brief 

scale, for our race to dwell on the earth—yet similar, in 

certain grand outlines, to that which had occupied God 

in the immense tracts of duration which preceded Adana? 

There appears to me not the slightest ground for setting 

the one thought against the other. Both may be per-

fectly true, and in point of fact. I believe that so it was. 

Doubtless you are aware of a comparatively new set 
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of philosophers, more daring in their speculations than 

the old heathen. The assert that everything -has grown 

up from a nebula; but what the nebula grew out of no 

man can tell—not even these experts. Of this only they 

arc sure, that they owe their origin not. to God but to a 

nebula, unless this be their God, I hope to show, before 

I have done with this chapter, that the scheme is as 

false as the facts of science are true; that God's word 

makes all plain, and, in point of fact, falls in with the 

most thorough and comprehensive observation, as well 

as with conscience; for conscience has a good deal to do 

with dime matters, though it may not appear so at first 

sight, There is a will in all this restless speculation, 

There is a willing ignorance of that which does not 

suit. There is a desire to get rid of God, and conse- 

quently of creation. 
As to the notion Of development, let. me tell you that 

God has taken pains, both above and below, to expose 

the falsity. As a general fact. it is quite clear that from 

the lower class of being there is an ascending scale. 

But the moment you make it absolute and exclusive, 

you contradict facts. I deny the assumption first from 

this, that God made angels before He made man. I 

suppose you will not dispute the fact that angels are a 

superior elms of beings. Now we know for certain, 

that when the foundations of the earth were laid, " the 

morning stars sang together," as Job says, " and all the 

sons of God shouted for joy," God has taken pains, 

therefore, to guard against such a system, 
This, .by-the-bye, illustrates the remarkable ways of 

God in the Bible. It is not arranged as a mere book of 

geometry, where one proposition depends ou a preceding 

one, and all form, so to speak, a regularly connected 
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chain. The Bible must be read, arid read again ztnET 

again as a whole; and one grand reason why many 

make so poor a use of it is, that they cherish favouritism 

so much a to neglect the greater part of Holy Writ. 

And those who teach are apt to have their favourite. 

texts, so that it fares ill with the Bible among both 

teachers and taught. I do not say that God does not 

bless the most partial use of His book; but I am sum 

that it will most amply repay every Christian who reads 

it as a whole. And let Die assure you that the best 

recipe against infidelity is thus to read the Bible. How 

many of those who disbelieve it have so read it? That 

they have read parts of it I. can suppose, as well as. 

those who have feebly endeavoured to upset their state- 

ments. But it. is a rare thing to meet with souls that read 

all the Bible with a spirit of faith. Many read it as a 

duty or religious task. Can such El study thus expect 

to enter in and enjoy? There is a numerous class of 

persons who get through the Bible in a year, or some- 

thing of that kind; but this is far short of what I am 

now urging. Seek to understand the Bible: it is only 

possible by faith, There is no other way. Not by 

understanding, do we believe, but by faith we under- 

stand as well as set to our seal that God is true. 

Amin, for the dissipation of the dismal idea of 

development, take the fact of the superiority of the. 

early remains of the Saurian order above existing 

objects of the same kind. Cas they gainsay this? 

They know it is true. They are perfectly aware that. 

the idea of development in. the Saurian order is a. 

fiction, that the superior objects of that family are not 

those that in point of time followed as the theory would 

require. A single, positive, and well-defined fact of 
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the kind suffices. No doubt there are others. Without 

pretending to any minute acquaintance with the subject, 

I know this much at least, and on their own authority, 

or rather on facts which cannot be disputed. Will they 

say that we should not bow to facts? i do not, dispute 

them, whether it be facts of criticism as to the text of 

Scripture, or ascertained facts in the outward world of 

science, T do not question that facts have a meaning; 

but the hypothesis some scek to build upon those facts 

ought not to be too readily accepted. 

We may now pass on to look briefly at the following 

days. " And God said, Let there be a firmament in the 

midst of the waters, and let it divide the waters from 

the waters. And God made the firmament, and divided 

the waters which were under the firmament from the 

waterR which were above the firmament: and it was so. 

And God called the firmament heaven." 

How comes this? It is another difficulty at first 

sight. Did we not hear of heaven in the first verse? 

To he sure we did: and here we arc told of heaven 

again.. What then--coatradiction? Not in the least 

degree; only another heaven----that is all. And is this, 

then, not true? Why this other heaven? Because 

man. was about to be made. The cireumambient atinos-

phere, extending upwards too, was essential not only to 

man's existance here below, but to vegetable life, to the 

due activity of light and heat, as well as to all forms of 

a&ruated existence. 	 • 

We find under the second day, then, the lower 

heaven_ And that this is not a merely Jewish idea, but 

of God, is perfectly certain from the New Testament; 

for there we read how Paul was cauglil. up (at any rate 

"a man in Christ," who, I have no doubt, was Paul) 
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into the third heaven. We can easily understand, 

therefore, that at the beginning God made two heavens, 

and that in this case He made the lowest one, "In the 

beginning God created the heaven and the cattle, " 

Here we find He made another, man being about to be 

made. And this is called heaven too, They are all 

called the heavens. There is the heaven of His presence 

the heaven of the stars, planets, and other astronomical 

objects; and the atmospheric. heaven necessary.  for man 

and living things here beioNv. 
Again we find, as that which occupies the third day, 

that the waters under the heaven, arc gathered together 

to one place, and the dry land appears. "And God 

called the dry land Earth, and the gathering together of 

the waters called he Seas." And then the earth is 

made to bring forth grass—that lovely array, as it were, 

for the earth—full of beauty as well as beneficence. 

"Let the earth bring forth grass, the herb yielding sccd, 

and the fruit tree yielding fruit after his kind." 

I grant you that modern Kiel= denies genera and 

species everywhere, Development is in effect a denial 

of this. The Lamarekian notion, of which we haveF 

a representative in a rather celebrated living English- 

man, sets it. all aside. Do they really gain much by it? 

.I_ do not see that the blotting out of kinds in fruit-trees 

or herbs is a great acquisition of science, To me it 

seems to be a blotting out of the landmarks, not. of 

science only, but. of distinctions that date from 

workmanship of God. It seems to be thoroughly 

spurious—merely one of those dark clouds that for a 

season flit across the horizon of science as over other 

worlds. It may be fashionable, but this does not make 

it the better.. 1lere we are told, for God has written, 
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that the different herbs had their kinds. And this 

is one of the great facts of the vegetable kingdom, The 

simplest gardener, that thinks as weIl as labours, knows 

this. Since man observed facts on the earth, when was 

it seen or heard that an apple-tree brought forth pears, 

or that a pear-tree bore apples? They can prove nothing 

hut the liveliness of their own imagination, These 

dreamers contradict not only Scripture and science, but 

the facts gathered by observation in every land_ 

Again, on the fourth day we hear of the luminaries. 

And here mark the consistency and propriety of the 

language, it is not said that God then created them. 

hut simply, "Let there be lights in the finnament." It 

is not light now, but "lights," or light-bearers. "in the 

firmament or die heaven, to divide the day from the 

night; and let them be for signs, and for seasons, and 

for days, and years: and let them be for Hilts in the 

firmament of the heaven, to give light upon the earth: 

and it was so, And God made two great lights; the 

greater light Lo rule the day, and the lesser light to rule 

the night (the stars also)." These last arc just referred 

to, and it was the more important because, as is fierier. 

ally known., many of those that had the greatest weight 

in the ancient world adored the stars. Even Plato, 

although a western, was sufficiently tincLured by orienta-

lism to yield to the monstrous figment that the earth is 

a sort of living creature, As the philosophy of Aristotle 

directly tended to atheism (for it was low-minded 

empiricism), so the philosphy of Plato led into, if it 

was not downright., pantheism. Such was the difference 

between them. Pantheism, though in sound opposed, 

is really near akin to atheism. 
God here cuts off the ground of all these delusions, 
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as well as the objection of moderns, who too hastily 

assumed that the stars are said to be created at this 

time.. It is not so. No matter how long the space 

required for the light from more distant stars to reach 

the earth, it is evident that room is left for all by what 

is said, arid not said, in verses 1, 14, 16. Had Moses 

written that they were created on the fourth day, it 

would have contradicted the facts; but as it is expressed, 

not only is there no contradiction., but obviously the 

Bible is wiser than either the friends or the foes of 

revelation. Compare what Moses wroLe with any philo-

sopher you please in the ancient world_ Whoe wriLings 

have failed to contradict the facts of modern science? 

How comes it that Moses did not? Whose care was it 

that. preserved him from here implying—as many 

divines have been too hasty to gay for him—the creation 

of the lights?* A Scotch university professor not long 

since insisted to me that Moses affirnied it, He was so 

ready to believe that Scripture contradicts science, that 

he had not even weighed these few words with care. 

Had Plato or Aristotle writtcra as Moses did, how loud 

the, boasting, and how close the scrutiny, not to " hint a 

fault," but to set forth the excellence of their philosophy! 

Scripture needs no apology. All I ask is a more exact 

attention to the word of God on the part of those who yen-

Lure to assail it. It would be wiser at least to read it first. 

illus Horsley OW !Wad 	i. 4.  says, Neither ttiu: :sun 

114 )3‘ any of the celestial luminaries wete in being vylien light was 

produced, ',Fur light was the work of the firNt clay: the lumin-

aries of Ire fourth," Pik() (p. 5), " The ce-leNiial bodies were 

sel in the tirmarrient in their ri.:!spectiv. places, when they were 

ITN. created: and they were at the same time appointed lo be 

for tigias, ro give light upon the earth; and to be for sign., ztnd. 

for seasons, and for days, and for yeax'i." 
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You see where those are that speak about the 
enormous length of time necimary for light to be 
transmitted—though this again is more than they ought 

assume--at any rate for the action of light by means 
of the heavenly orbs. But there is no difficulty what-
ever. When God created the heavens, did Tie make 
them empty? Did He not create also the host of 
heaven? What about the sun, and moon, and stars? 
He created them. some time. That they were made we 
find elsewhere in this chapter; not, T presume, the 
absolute moment of their creation, but of their being • 
made to serve for the use of man on the earth. What 
other uses they served we are not there informed, That 
they were God's handiwork, and for man's use, as 
creatures of God here below not objects of worship, as 
in heathenism, He does explain. Surely there was 
wisdom in saying this and no more. There was con- 
siderate goodness in what He said, and in what He 
wiLhheld. 

On the fifth day the waters were to " bring forth 
abundantly the moving creature that bath life, and fowl 
that may fly above the earth in the open firmament of 
heaven ." Here, too, a contradiction, I must tell you, 
has been discovered by certain critics. Chapter 2. shows 
that fowl were made out of the earth; but Genesis 1. 20, 
they say, intimates that fowl were made out of the 
waters. Superficial cavillers! Genesis 1. says nothing 
of the sort, but is perfectly consistent with chapter 2. 19. 
Look at the margin, not the text, of 1. 20 in your 
common English Bible, The objection is exceedingly 
illustrative of the danger of reasoning not from Scripture, 
but from a mistake that has crept into a translation of it. 
The first thing we have always to do is to ascertain the 
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word of God and its meaning as accurately as possible. 

What this verse teaches is not that the waters were to 

bring forth fowl, as it appears to do in our English 

version; hut " Let the waters bring forth abundantly the 

moving creature, and let fowl fly about the earth in the 

open firmament of heaven.." The flying of the fowl in 

that sphere is the point, and not the statement that the 

waters gave birth to them. There is no such intimation 

in Scripture. What men have reasoned on, therefore, is 

merely their own misconception, and nothing more, 

On the next and sixth day we have the land animals 

produced, and finally, man made in the image of God, 

after His likeness, with dominion over the lower creation 

assigned to them, and God blessing them. But mark 

the difference_ Ti is only when man is thus about to 

be made that God says, Ler us." Oh, can you not 

appreciate the spirit of such a word as this? Can you 

not admire the way in which God, as it were, sits in 

counsel on the creation of man.? Can you not judge 

between the physiologist that would make an ape his 

progenitor, and the Bible that reveals God thus creating 

rnan in His own image? Which is the more noble? 

Which is the more degrading? Of no other creature 

is it said, " Let us make," when it was a question of 

the earth, the sea, nay, of light itself—nothing of the 

sort. " Light be," said Elohim, " and light was." But 

as to the others, He wrought, but with no such preface 

as " Let us make," Here it is for the first arid only time, 

" Let u make man in our image, after our likeness; 

and let them have dominion." What can be farther 

from development? Such an idea is altogether foreign: 

and, indeed, the existence of different races and kinds 

.has  been engraved by God most legibly on the world of 
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nature; for although man by his wicked ingenuity may 

cross the breed, as for example, of the animals that were 

put under his dominion, the result is always to induce 

sterility—the standing witness, on the one hand. against 

man's meddling, and, on the other, for the order in 

which God meant His creation to proceed. Thus is set 

before us succinctly, but plainly, the general course of 

creation. 
A few remarks I would make on chapter 2. before I 

lose. 
The Sabbath-day is introduced at the beginning, 

though in truth the first three verses of chapter Z. 

belong properly to chapter 1.; that is, they form a part 

of the great week of God's work and its rest. And 

there is a very beautiful connection with this which 

meets an objection of modern times on which a word 

may be well bestowed. You are aware that German 

authors have insisted loudly (whether the idea was 

originated by them is more than I would say) that we 

are indebted to different writers for the first book of 

Moses (just as it used to be the fashion of the Wolffians 

to divide 1-lomer among I know not how many rhapso-

dists, though, in point of fact, this created far greater 

difficulties than it was supposed to remove; for it is 

far harder to imagine half a dozen Homers than one). 

One thing is very certain, that Moses, according to 

these sages, mmt have been a weak, foolish man, who 

adopted at least two different accounts, without a 

suspicion of what to them is obvious, that the one 

writer contradicted the other, Such is the discovery 

of modem criticism,. Let me say what I amp sure is 

the truth on this: I dare not venture to put it forward 

as an opinion. It seems to me a sin to state anything 
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that rests on the clear tuitimorky of God's word as open 

to a doubt. If it is a mere question of your judgment 

of this fact or that, or your individual estimate of the 

person putting it forward, or your comparative view of 

the circumstances passing around, it is an opinion: 

and of what value can it be? You are yourself the 

measure of it- -your ability, with your special oppor-

tunities, or general experience, and nothing more. But. 

when we come to the word of God we should pass from 

the region of human opinions. What distinguishes it 

is that therein God speaks, and His people, yea, every 

soul, is bound to hear. For my own part I am con-

vinced, and I trust you are no less than myself, that 

God has written His word intelligibly. fly this 1 do 

not incur' that any part or it.. is according to the measure 

of man; but that it is all written for man to God's. 

glory. and in His wisdom. Thus, what God has beert 

pleased to put in the plainest possible. language may be 

beyond our fathoming., but at the, same time it is not 

beyond our understanding and enjoying, according to. 

our measure of faith, though we may also find out that 

it is unfathomable. BuL ever so deep as it is, and. 

infinitely exceeding inan's plummet to reach the bottom,. 

it is as clear as it is profound, and not the mud or 

shallows of the creature. 
r am persuaded, then, that these erudite writers have 

ne'er gone below the surface of the wonderful intro-

duction of Genesis, and that their speculations are not 

only idle, but ignorant. They tell as that the author 

of chapter 1. was a man that knew, and only knew, 

Elohirrr, and consequently they,  call this the Elohistic 

document. Then, from chapter 2, 3. because Jehovah-

Elohim occurs, they will have this to be the fehovistic. 
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portion, or a sort of mingling of the two—the Elohistic-

Jehovistic. The fact is, that up to Genesis 2, 3 we have 

(iod (Elohim). and from verse 4 we have the Laitp God 

(Jehovah-Elohirn). But that there were two different 

and inconsistent writers is gratuitous and false. It was 

one and the same writer throughout; and, so fa_r from 

inconsistency, each feature is perfection for its own 

object, Why, then, the difference? The reason is plain, 

sure, and instructive. When God presents Himself in 

contrast with man, or the creature, as the originator 

of all, the invariable term is God (Elohirn). It is the 

proper word, and always so used throughout the Scrip-

ture. Consequently, if the term '4  Elolihrt " had not 

been used -by Moses in the first chapter of Genesis, it 

would have gone to prove that Moses could not be 

inspired. Exactness of thought requires that the Creator 

should be presented thus in the broadest, form of contrast 

with the creature. On the other hand, besides being the 

self-existing originator, the Mighty One that caused to 

be wh.a..t was not, God is pleased to enter into relation-

ship with man, and indeed with creation. Now the 

special term in the Oki Testament for relationship is 

Jehovah. 
Besides, there was something peculiar in he manner 

in which God was pleased to enter into relationship 

then with man and creation, because all was unfallen. 

l'_he consequence is that it is neither Elohim alone nor 

Jehovah alone in Genesis 2. and 3.. but Jehovah-Elohiii. 

Proofs will appear presently (and they might be 

increased) that this is precisely what it ought to be, 

and that any other form of presentation would not 

exactly have suited the context. If we suppose (what 

the chapters themselves assert) that the God of creation 
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was pleased to enter into relationship with man, and 

this at first in an exceptional way before sin entered the 

world, the writer ought to have adopted one title in 

chapter 1_ (and none other than Elohirn), and another in 

chapter 2., (and none other than Jehovall.Elohitn). 

doubt a revolution is stated to have come soon after- 

wards, when God accordingly changes His name in 

order to suit (hat altered state. After the Fall He 

simply calls Himself Jehovah, Thus the writer, being 

inspired (arid probably far beyond his own measure of 

understanding the force of all he wrote), does not 

present the combined form in the way that is found in 

chapters 2. and 3. where we have first. the relationship 

and then the test and Fall. 
Consequently it is evident that the true key to the 

use of these terms is not the supposition of two or 

three different writers or documents, followed by a 

stupid compiler who did not perceive their mutual 

inconsistency. The very reverse is the truth; Moses-- 

wise as he was—had an infinitely higher than human or 

Egyptian wisdom to guide him in all he wrote. None 

but God could have so furnished and so guided him. 

With ail the advantages of observed facts on every side., 

with the incomparably greater privilege of the fullest 

subsequent revelation, we are but learning better in our 

own age the imspeakable value of what Moses wrote in 

that early day, T do not believe that this is because 

Moses rose in stature so highly alive all men, from his 

day to ours, but because the only true God inspired 

Moses and all the other writers of the Bible, 

The truth then is, that in this chapter 2. you will 

find everything savours of, or chimes in with, the estab- 

lishment. of relationshipc. "These are the generations of 
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the heavens and of the earth when they were created, in 

the day that the Low) God made the earth and the 

heavens." Observe that there is creation, and also 

making. This is precisely right, creation having the first 

rank, and making the subsequent place. "And every 

plant of the fieid before it was in tile earth, and every 

herb of the field before it grew: for the. LoRri God had 

not caused it to rain. upon the. earth, and there was not 

a man to till the ground, But there went up a mist 

from the earth, and watered the whole face of the 

ground, And the LORD God formed man of the. dust 

of the ground. and breathed into his nostrils the breath 

of life; and man became a living soul," Why is this 

introduced in chapter 2.. rather than in chapter 1,7 

For I affirm that you could not transplant this into the 

first chapter, and that the true cause depends, not upon 

a different writer, but upon quite ana_her object and 

line of truth. Thc design here is not to show man 

made a creature, though at the head of creation. This 

is the subject-matter of the first chapter; and there his 

dominion is fixed by God, and pointed out by the sacred 

historian, But in the second chapter the aim is not 

merely to bring out that. God made man, as He made 

every other creature, out of the dust of the ground 

(reminding him of the humility of his origin), but that 

he had that which came direct from God in a moray no 

other animal had, 
Into whose nostrils did Jehovah-Elolairu breathe the 

breath of life? Into man's, and man's alone. We have 

no reason to think it was so with angels even. The 

man who was made out of the dust of the ground was 

not in full pror relationship with God until God 

breathed the breath of life into him, On this depends 
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the irmylortality of the soul; and all who dispute or doubt 

this truth* fritter away its singular weight, Nor is it 

confined to such errorists, Those who have read Bp. 

Jos. Butler's works know that the great moralist failed 

to solve the difficulty of man's partaking in the regurec. 

lion, while other animals do not. There lies the secret 

God breathed into man's nostrils the breath of life, 

and thus it was he became a. living soul. Even/ other 

animal became a living soul materially and without 

this. Man alone of all that live on the earth stands 

in immediate relationship to God. He may sin against 

Him. and he, consequently alone of all on earth, will 

be lost for ever. Thus the very fact that he has the 

breath of the Lord God in his nostrils will be the 

ground of his misery consequent on eternal exclusion 

from Cod, That God breathed into man and he thus 

became a living soul, constitutes man's capacity for 

blessedness through belief of the truth, and for being so 

brought into the presence of God; as it is his misery 

when banished from Him for the rejection of Christ into 

the blao_kness of darkness for ever. 

Thus when we. are informed simply about creation, 

we hear of Elohim; when it. is not Elohim, but Jehovah-

Elohim, we have moral relationship; for Jehovah, I 

repeat, is the characteristic. name of rela.tionslip in. the 

arguments are for the most T.mr1 the unintelligent 

misapplication of Old Testament texts that treat of the present 

life, or death, to that which is outside 0113 world a.nd everlasting.. 

Thus, TI-n- u shalt su.F...ly die.," and The Wul that sirincth, it 

shall die," arc. ;:ipi lkd by them i.ri deny the soul's unceasing 

exiistenci:.; whereas. 	speak golely Of God's government in 

this life, Tlic New Testanierit has brought lo sight riot only 

life and incorutptibility, but the second death and. eternal 

judgment_ The wages 	sin is death, but not death only; for 

after death cornes the judgment, 
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Old Testament, as Father is in the New. In the New 

Testament, indeed, it is not only a God who has a 

people, but a Father who has a family. That His Sort 

became a man to die and rise again has made it possible 

for God, by redeeming grace, to bring us into the place 

of children and sons; and consequently our proper 

term of relationship to God is children, as His relation-

ship to us is that of Father. But in the Old Testament 

Jehovah was the term revealed in due time. 
Mark how all the chapter carries out the leading 

idea.. First, we have his relationship to God in the 

matter of the garden, which was to be kept: but, 

besides, there was a moral test—he must not eat of the 

fruit of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil. 

Why (let me ask) was not this given in the first chapter? 

Because that chapter does not enter into moral relations; 

the second has it, because it does, Here we are in the 

presence of the solemn truth that God is Jehovah-God; 

that He is not merely a Creator, but establishes the 

creature, man, in relationship with Himself. Thus it is 

not only the Absolua.e, but He who is absolute chooses 

to form relationships between. the creature and Himself. 

Not in the first chapter, but in the .sccond, is this spread 

out before is living/ 3F. The whole chapter proceeds on 

this ground. 
-.Ne.xt we have here, and here alone, the animals 

brought for Adam to name. Thus is shown his relation-

ship to thos-e inferior to himself. He was the one to 

whom they belonged. There is nothing like this in the 

first chapter—no bringing of animals to receive their 

nary from Adam: 3.Fet we see how consistent it is with 

the grant of dominion from Elohim recounted in that 

chapter. 
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To my mind this, as far as it goes, is just perfection 

as the word of God must be, instead of the hotch-potch 

of blunderers who strung together the inconsistent 

traditions of their own dark days. Such is what self-

complacent unbelief has made of it,. It appearN to me 

that these critics are alike objects of horror and of 

compassion, and that what the Christian would desire 

for them is forgiveness from Him whose word they 

defame, because their incredulity has rendered them 

incapable of comprehending it, There is another, and 

only another, relationship that I will speak of, and this 

is the one that is last brought before us in this chapter. 

Relationship to God we have seen tested by the tree. 

Adam was to till the garden, and keep it, 'Bing all 

freely, but with his obedience tested by a single restric-

Lion. Then relationship to the creature is seen, where 

the various animals were brought before him to be 

named. But. there was a help-meet wanted. How did 

God meet this need? In a way adniirably wise, not by 

an absolutely fresh creation, but by,  forming a portion of 

the man into a woman, thus reminding him what the 

woman was and should be towards him—that she was 

part of himself. 
Who. beforehand, could ever have thought of such a 

way? Who does not feel the beauty and appropriate-

ness of the work and the word of God? Flow vain and 

unworthy the notioas of the he-athen as to all this 

Alas! I know that some have sunk ,qo low as to mock 

at this very fact. and the record of it, -Perhaps they 

may never have known their duty toward the woman 

dependent on them (and if so, sure to be degraded by 

them). But the word of God puts everything in its 

place, and reminds the man, and the woman too, of 
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that special relationship; for there was but the man 
and the woman—not one man and two women, but only 
one man and one woman, From the beginning it was 
so; to the end it ought not to have been otherwise. 
Thus it was God made them; and this the Son of God 
cited to vindicate His Father, putting guilty selfish man_ 
to shame, But He also made the woman out of man, 
and man discerned the fact at once. Though he had 
been in a sleep, he had an instinctive sense how matters 
stood, 

Thus everything was in cha.pter 2. put in its proper 
place the relationship of man with woman, as before 
with . the inferior creation., and with God Himself. 

May lax:, Lord bless all His word, and give us un-
feigned confidence in all that He has written, without 
losing the sense of being learners! If God has given 
us power to teach in our little me_asure, may this never 
take us out of the place of discipleship! It is only " in 
part " that any of us know: and T am. sure that we 
ought to abound in forbearance forbearance in every-
thing short of dishonour to Christ, yea, even this where 
it may be done ignorantly. provided ii. be not deliberate 
persistent rejection of the testimony of God. May that 
which has been just brought before you contribute, 
however little, to the help of the children of God; and 
may it win the confidence of those that am not children 
of God, exposing foolish speculation under the garb of 
wisdom, but a wisdom that is as hollow as man himself 
is without GodI 
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