
ENGLAND AND ITS PEOPLE. 361

able agent, what shadow of reason can there be for holding

that a differ.nt arrangement obtains in five out of six conlem

porary creations? Mercury, Venus, Mars, Jupiter, Saturn,

and Uranus, may have all their plants and animals; and yet

they may be as devoid of rational, accountable creatures, as were

the creations of the Silurian, Old Red Sandstone, Carbonifer

ous, Oolitic, Cretaceous, and Tertiary periods. They may be

merely some ofthe "many mansions" prepared in the "Father's

house" for the immortal creature of kingly destiny, made in

the Father's own image, to whom. this little world forms but

the cradle and the nursery.

But the effect of this extended geologic basis may be neu

tralized,-the infidel may urge,-by extending it yet a little

further. Why, he may ask, since we draw our analogies regard

ing what obtains in the other planets from what obtains in our

own,-why not conclude that each one of them has also had.

its geologic eras and revolutions, - its Silurian, Old Red Sand

stone, Carboniferous, Oolitic, Cretaceous, and Tertiary periods;
and that now, contemporary with the creation of which man

constitutes the master-existence, they have all their fully
matured creations headed by rationality? Why not carry the

analogy thus far? Simply, it may be unhesitatingly urged in

reply, because to carry it so far would be to carry it beyond
the legitimate bounds of analogy; and because analogy pursued
but a single step beyond the limits of its proper province, is

sure always to land the pursuer in error. Analogy is not

identity. It is safe when it deals with generals; very unsafe

when it grapples with particulars.

Analogy, I repeat, is not identity. Let me attempt illus

trating the fact in its bearing on this question. We find

reason to conclude, as Isaac Taylor well expresses it, that "the

planetary stuff is all one and the same," And we. know
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