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36 ITALIAN GEOLOGISTS. — VALLISNERI [Cm. IIIL

Whiston, and Woodward*; while Vallisnerif, in his commen_ts. on
the Woodwardian theory, remarked how much the interests of religion,
as well as those of sound philosophy, had suffered by perpe’fually
mixing up the sacred writings with questions in phy.'?lcal. science.
The works of this author were rich in original observations. He af.—
tempted the first general sketch of the mari?e deposi'ts of Ita}y, their
geographical extent, and most characteristic organic remains, In
his treatise “On the Origin of Springs,” he explained their depend-
ence on the order, and often on the dislocations, of the strata, and
reasoned philosophically against the opinions of those who regarded
the disordered state of the earth’s crust as exhibiting signs of the
wrath of God for the sins of man. He found himself under the
necessity of contending, in his preliminary chapter, against St.
Jerome, and four other principal interpreters of Scripture, besides
several professors of divinity, *that springs did not flow by subter-
ranean siphons and cavities from the sea upwards, losing their salt-
ness in the passage,” for this theory had been made to rest on the
infallible testimony of Holy Writ.

Although reluctant to generalize on the rich materials accumulated
in his travels, Vallisneri had been so much struck with the remark-
able continuity of the more recent marine strata, from one end of
Ttaly to the other, that he came to the conclusion that the ocean
formerly extended over the whole earth, and after abiding there for
a long time, had gradually subsided. This opinion, however unten-
able, was a great step beyond Woodward’s diluvian hypothesis,
against which Vallisneri, and after him all the Tuscan geologists,
uniformly contended, while it was warmly supported by the members
of the Institute of Bologna. {

Among others of that day, Spada, a priest of Grezzana, in 1737,
wrote to prove that the petrified marine bodies near Verona were not
diluvian. § Mattani drew a similar inference from the shells of
Volterra and other places: while Costantini, on the other hand,
whose observations on the valley of the Brenta and other districts
were not without value, undertook to vindicate the truth of the
deluge, as also to prove that Italy had been peopled by the descend-
ants of Japhet. ||

Moro, 1740..——Lazzuro Moro, in his work (published in 1740)
“On the Marine Bodies which are found in the Mountains¥,”
attempted'to apply the theory of earthquakes, as expounded by
Strabo, Pliny, and other ancient authors, with whom he was familiar,
to the geological phenomena described by Vallisneri. ** His attention

* Ramazzini even asserted, that theideas T Brocchi, p. 28.
of Burnet were mainly borrowed from a § Ibid. p. ‘33
dialogue of one Patrizio ; but Brocehi, after || Thid. '
reading that dialogue, assures us, that 9 Sui Crostacei ed altri Corpi Marini
there was scarcely any other correspond- che si trovano sui Monti
Enilg between these systems, except that  ** Moro does not cite the works of
oth were equally whimsical. ) Hooke and Ray ; and although so many
t Dei Corpi Marini, Lettere critiche, of his views were in accordance with

fe. 1721, theirs, he was probably ignorant of their
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