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The Nebular Theory.
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for our or any other solar system.
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gentleman assert in the face of this
verification the “permanent stabil-
With
the facts before him, as revealed by
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that:
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things, barring only their constitu-
ents, the permanency of which we
are forced to postulate?

That
atlempted to “‘explode” the nebular
hypothesis, shows from what quar-
ter the opposition emanated, Why,
then, should Liberals “fall in line”
with the opposition, if they are un-
able to produce valid arguments

“overzealous churchmen?”

against it, which in view of the un- |
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most positively by the Lick photo-
graphs in the affirmative, i. e., that

(our solar system and every other

one that makee up the constella-
“to end in chaos
and extinction,” or, as Prof. Serviss
puts it, “Out of a nebula we came;
into a nebula we shall return.”
There i3 “chaos and extinction”
for you. But note how Prof. Ja-
coby misconstrues ' the inevitable
conclusions to be drawn from the
nebular hypothesis. Says he: “La-
to answer confi-
I say, Laplace never
of the kind!
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place was able
dently, No!”
asserted anything
Never was there a
Yes expressed in any proposition
or theory whatsoever than that in-
Laplace’s, which argues
the transciency of all bodies of
matter. And never has an attempt
come Lo my notice from a scientific

volved in

quarter that so transparently seeks
to pervert what must be apparent
to the most ordinary mind.

P.S. I can see nothing but the
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from the nebular hypothesis. Real-

1zing that this theory would give
the theistical concept of the world’s
“1'[‘1-;1111;!1"[?J the deathblow if it
were verified beyond all reasonable
doubt, as it now has been by the
| Lick the
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its inevitable implications. Such
.lll“'!lllit.“' would be but in accord-
'ance with the Jesuitical
that “the end justifies the means.”
Aud that all shades of dissenters

from the Roman Catholic Church,

precept,

1. e., of Protestantism, have adopted
this maxim, our daily experience
What
the above in-

only too forcibly proves.
Loyola declared in
junction was generalized by all the
'churches under the form that “the
integrity of Ecclesiasticism, i, e., of
.!tht-.‘ theistical concept of the uni-
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Il hazards—by fair means or foul.”
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The Toreh is devoted to Liberal
leducation and propaganda. In
'lengthy discussions over disputed
hypotheses and speculations, the
' size and purpose of this paper for-
bid us to indulge as we often wish
to do. We stand, for Instance, in
| Astronomy and Physics on known
lfacts and laws, like the helio-
centric solar system, the law of
‘equivalent correlation, and their
plain consequences. There are other
papers more expressly devoted to
explorations and disputations,

We print Mr. Wettstein’s article,
“The Nebular Theory," therefore,
not only because it is interesting,
' but because when looked “at from
the scientific point of view it is
highly educative, as a little atten-
tion will show, thus:

. 1. Is he right about Prof. Har-
rold Jacoby’s article, which was
printed in the Torch of August
| 15th, from the Popular Science
Monthly, which is quite a reliable
| scientific publication?
. Tue point oi that article was to
how, that the durability of the
|solar system had heen demon-
:strated by La Place in such a way
a8 to receive general acceptance by
|Hcit‘lllist.ﬂ. and that such accept-
fully justified by all sub-
(8equent discoveries and
lztiun.-'. The Toreh,
(article w
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Lance was
observa-
the
as short and good, re-
| printed it.

Friend Wettstein says No! For,
sayr he, this same La Place was

because

'the great advocate, if not the ori-

ginator, of the Nebular Hypothesis,
to the effect that the sun and solar




