
[Reprinted from " The Earth.'] 

R O G E R ' S R E A S O N S . 

The Bible and Science, is the sub-title of what is known 
as Roger's Reasons, a pamphlet i n w h i c h the Bible is 
professedly upheld against certain Higher Crit ics. In this 
conversational pamphlet one of the Agnostics jeeringly 
speaks of " the mistakes of Moses," and starts the con
troversy by asking, " W h a t do you say to the Creation 
History i n the first chapter of Genesis, and that gem of 
the collection, l ight before (and seemingly without) the 
sun ?" T h i s question is fol lowed by the hackneyed state
ment, that " the B i b l e was never intended to teach 
science." 

But the B i b l e was evidently intended to teach cos-
mological science, or knowledge; as appears from the fact 
that it does teach i t . So the writer of the pamphlet is, 
at the beginning, i l l o g i c a l . 

W o u l d it be possible for a theological text-book, pur
porting to come from the Creator for the guidance of H i s 
creatures into the w a y of obta in ing Eternal Li fe , to contain 
blunders on the very first subject mentioned i n that book ? 
If such were the case, the B i b l e w o u l d not be reliable, and 
could not be from G o d . 

But the subject of Creat ion is not only mentioned, i t is 
taught i n expl ic i t terms, and the B i b l e has never been 
shown to contain a scientific error i n its statement, that 
light was created before the sun. L i g h t is described i n a 
dictionary, as a n imponderable ethereal fluid diffused 
through space, and opposed to darkness—light being the 
result of force, caused by wave motion, i.e., the waves of 
the ether vibrate w i t h almost infinite rapidi ty . Thus 
when the Spir i t of G o d " m o v e d " (or brooded) upon the 
face of the waters, the movement was made w i t h a pur
pose which was consummated when the fiat went forth : 
" Let there be l i g h t ! and there was l ight ." 

1 agree w i t h " R o g e r " when he states, that the B i b l e 
generally explains itself; but he subverts the truth i n an 
unwarrantable a n d a w k w a r d manner w h e n dea l ing w i t h 
such portions of the inspired R e c o r d as the f o l l o w i n g : 

" G o d s a i d : L e t the waters under the heaven be 
gathered together unto one place, and let the dry l a n d 
appear. A n d G o d c a l l e d the dry l a n d , E a r t h . " — G e n . i . 9. 

A n d i n Pet. i i i ; 5, w e read of " the E a r t h standing out 
of the water, b y the W o r d of G o d . " 

Also, i n H o l y W r i t , we are to ld , regarding the waters, 
that there is " a place w h i c h G o d has founded for them." 
A n d that G o d " h a t h set a bound that they may not pass 
over."—Ps. c iv . 8, 9. " H e hath set a compass (circle, 
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R.V.) upon the face of the deep W h e n H e gave to the 
sea H i s decree, that the water should not pass His com
mandment : when he appointed the foundations of the 
earth."—Prov. v i i i . 27, 29. " H e hath compassed the 
water w i t h bounds u n t i l the day a n d the night come to 
an end."—Job x x v i . 10. 
This agrees perfectly w i t h ascertained facts, and the 

valued reports of trustworthy explorers. T h e following is 
reliable, authentic, a n d i n perfect harmony w i t h the afore
said statements of H o l y W r i t : 

D A Y L I G H T A T T H E P O L E S . 

" M a r c h 16. Sun rises, preceded b y a long dawn of 47 
days, (from Jan. 19th, when first g l i m m e r appears). 

" O n 25th Sept., the sun sets, and, after a twi l ight of 48 
days, darkness reigns supreme for 76 days. 

" T h e sun remains above the horizon, 194 days. 
" The year is thus d i v i d e d at the P o l e s : 104 days sun; 

171 days, no sun, 48 t w i l i g h t , 76 dark, 47 days dawn."— 
Capt. Bedford P i r n , R . N . , i n Marine Pocket Case. 

L e t us turn to Ps. cxxxv . 7 : " H e causeth the vapours to 
ascend from the ends of the e a r t h ; H e maketh lightnings 
for the r a i n ; H e bringeth the w i n d out of H i s treasuries." 

The meteorology of that P s a l m is abreast with, and 
actual ly i n advance of, our t w e n t i e t h century "science." 
E v e n our science has discovered h o w to produce light, 
from liquids and metals. So that l ight could exist without 
the sun, and d id so exist according to the Bible , which all 
Zetetics believe. T h a t G o d created the luminiferous ether 
before H e created the sun and moon, w e m a y learn from 
the opening words of the B i b l e . In Gen. i . 3, the Hebrew 
word, translated " l ight ," is, or should more correctly be 
rendered luminiferous ether, or ' electricity; ' and in verse 
14 the word is M'or, l ight-holder, or the holder of it. 

In a pamphlet, w h i c h I have just published, entitled: 
Zetetic Astronomy, or the Sun's Motions N o r t h and South, 
etc.; by myself (Lady Blount) a n d Albert Smith, it is 
shown that the B i b l e is proved to be eminently scientific 
from the fact that the luminiferous Ether was first created, 
a n d started i n motion a l l around and over the level waters 
of the sea, and this mot ion is the cause of a l l other motion 
and force which is i n the w o r l d . 

B u t referring again to the subject of rain. Rain is 
admittedly caused by the f a l l i n g of the watery vapours, 
w h i c h have been drawn up into the upper regions of the 
a i r by the power of the sun. T h e multitude of little 
^"lobules, having air inside and watery vapours outside, 

" i l l , i f left when they are formed, fa l l again upon the 
a , and the earth's thirst w i l l be unquenched. W i l l the 
j p n of l ight disperse them? 
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It is true that l ight is a complex, powerful, and a l l -

pervading form of energy, traversing " unto the l i m i t s " of 
its appointed bounds i n the universe known to us. Scien
tists differ in their conclusions regarding its velocity ; but 
by some it is said to be about 186,000 miles i n a second (!). 
But this immense speed has been calculated upon the 
assumption that the planets, and the sun and moon, are 
at immense distances from the earth, whereas we know 
they are only a few thousand miles away—even the far
thest of them. Yet, according to Dr. Bradley, there is 
aberration of l ight. A t the same time, does l ight convey 
to us anything of a mater ia l character ? 

Now, let a long tube be held perpendicularly, at perfect 
rest, whi le a f a l l i n g body (a drop of a shower of rain) 
passes down its axis. If the drop entered at the centre of 
the upper orifice of the tube, and issued at that of the 
lower, k n o w i n g the tube to be exactly vertical, an observer 
would conclude that the descent of the drop was also 
vertical. If, however, the tube and the observer were 
carried uniformly forward as the drop fell, the hinder part 
of the tube w o u l d then advance to meet the drop. In this 
case, i n order that the drop may fal l through the length 
of the m o v i n g tube, the latter must be inclined, in the 
manner i l lustrated below. 

C r — I D 

Let the tube have the direct ion A B, and let i t move 
parallel to itself, so that the end A travels to B ; then the 
drop w i l l emerge w i t h o u t touching the tube. If the ob
server d i d not k n o w that the tube advanced, he might 
think that the drop fe l l i n the direct ion D A . This is a 
sort of paraphrase of the astronomical phenomena—the 
raindrop representing the l ight , and the tube the telescope 
— A B being said to be the ve loc i ty of the earth, and D B, 
or c A , the ve loc i ty of l i g h t ; but the evidence of our senses 
tells us that the earth does not move a long its base, and 
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that rain-drops fa l l sometimes perpendicularly, and at 
other times obliquely, w h i c h may be accounted for by 
the drift of the current through which, and along which, 
the rain-drops pass to the earth. 

Where light, however, for a l l practical purposes, is ab
sent, there is not necessarily an absence of r a i n ; in fact 
rain is opposed to the full manifestation of l i g h t ; but no 
doubt the movements of the a ir (called " winds ") have a 
marked effect i n respect to the prolongation, or otherwise, 
of rain. Suffice i t to say that different movements in the 
air produce different w i n d s ; e.g., trade-winds, counter
trade-winds, and monsoons (from the A r a b i c word sig
nifying " season ''), w h i c h are due to the circumstance that 
continents become more heated than oceans under the 
same sun. There are natural ly land-breezes and sea-
breezes. In hot countries bordering on the sea the land is 
hotter than the sea by day and cooler by n i g h t ; hence in 
the day-time, the a ir over the land rises, and air flows in 
from the sea. A t night the air over the land grows heavier 
and sinks, presently flowing backwards to the sea. When 
the land is hottest the sea-breeze blows most strongly, and 
the land-breeze attains its greatest force during the coldest 
parts of the day. 

There are, of course, winds produced by local causes. 
Proctor once wrote that the heat of the Sahara Desert in 
summer causes cool air from the Mediterranean to flow 
towards the south, the winds thus arising being called 
Etesian winds. A t other times, o w i n g to the cooling at 
night over the same great desert, air-currents flow from 
the Sahara across S i c i l y and South Italy, and sometimes 
as far as the Black and Caspian Seas, and, although dry 
winds at starting, they reach Italy as moist winds, after 
traversing a part of the Mediterranean. These often cause 
river currents. T h e Apostle P a u l appears to refer to such 
a w i n d i n Acts x x v i i . I 4 % T h e name Euroclydon is given 
by h i m to the w i n d w h i c h came off the south coast of 
Crete, and caused the shipwreck of the apostle upon the 
coast of Mel i ta . The Sirocco belongs to this class of 
winds, causing a feeling of depression; but Proctor ad
mitted that l i t t le is k n o w n as to the actual cause of those 
violent disturbances cal led gales and hurricanes, and it is 
not k n o w n why atmospheric pressure becomes sometimes 
very much lower than at others. 

W h a t causes clouds of vapour to be precipitated in 
showers of ra in ? There must be some definite active 
motive power. Electr ic i ty , w h i c h is i n itself a "mode of 
motion," is a subtle agent or power i n Nature, evolved in 
some disturbance of molecular equi l ibr ium, whether from 
a chemical, physical, or mechanical cause, and exhibiting 



5 
itself i n a v a r i e t y of ways, e.g., e lectro-chemistry: that 
science w h i c h treats of the agency of e lectr ic i ty i n effecting 
chemical changes; e lec tro lys is ; the process of chemica l 
decomposition b y e l e c t r i c i t y as to send i t to the earth i n 
showers of r a i n . T h i s br ings to the statement made b y 
Lord K e l v i n i n the N a t u r a l P h i l o s o p h y Class R o o m , w h e n 
referring to some experiments, he r e m a r k e d : " I believe 
there never is r a i n w i t h o u t l i g h t n i n g . " 

Bear ing i n m i n d the last q u o t a t i o n , a n d the remarks 
preceding it , i f w e a g a i n t u r n to P s a l m c x x x v . 7, w e r e a d : 
" H e causeth the vapours to ascend from the ends of the 
earth; H e maketh lightnings for the rain; H e br ingeth the 
w i n d out of H i s treasuries." So, as Roger , i n h is Reasons, 
truly says, " H e r e is the very discovery towards w h i c h the 
biggest e lectr ic ian of his day is o n l y n o w feel ing h is w a y ! " 
I have thought over the same verse of the P s a l m , a n d have 
come to the same conclus ion. T h i s s h o u l d strengthen our 
belief i n the B i b l e a n d i ts D i v i n e source, a n d that any 
statement not i n h a r m o n y t h e r e w i t h w i l l be found to be 
fallacious. H o w do the clouds become r a i n ? " T h e r e is one 
k ind of e lectr ic i ty i n this c l o u d , a n d the opposite k i n d i n 
that w h i c h meets i t . T h e contact begets the l i g h t n i n g 
flash; the shock masses the globules together ; the r a i n is 
precipitated; a n d the w a i t i n g earth is refreshed." 

G o d has stretched out " the heavens as a c u r t a i n . " I do 
not say that the H e b r e w w o r d dok, translated ' curta in , ' 
does not m e a n ' t h i n n e s s ' ; b u t to argue that " a cupfu l 
w o u l d m a k e a globe of ether as b i g as the earth," is g o i n g 
outside sense a n d reason, as w e l l as out of the context a n d 
other portions of the B i b l e . W e read i n Isaiah x l . 22, R . v . : 
" H e that s i t teth upon the c i rc le (vault) of the earth 
that stretcheth out the heavens as a c u r t a i n , a n d spreadeth 
them out as a tent to d w e l l i n , " a n d w e are t o l d i n Job 
x x x v i i . 18, R.v., that H e spread out the sky w h i c h is strong 
as a molten m i r r o r ; " a n d a g a i n , i n P r o v . v i i i . 27,28, R.V., 
" H e set a c i rc le u p o n the face of the deep ; w h e n H e made 
firm the skies above." 

" Y o u cannot deny, at a n y rate, sa id one of the speakers 
i n Roger's Reasons, that the B i b l e teaches the flatness of 
the earth. W e left R o m e to fight that bat t le out w i t h 
Gal i leo , w a s the quoted reply , but w e have to o w n that 
R o m e h a d the B i b l e o n i ts (her) side. T h e last speaker 
cannot be contradicted i n this respect, a l t h o u g h the author 
of the p a m p h l e t quibbles , a n d endeavours to show that 
the language of the B i b l e is i n a c c o r d w i t h a w h i r l i n g sea-
earth globe. B u t w h o ever heard of a globe h a v i n g ends ? 

Y e t the B i b l e refers to the ends of the e a r t h — a n d h o w 
can a globe, m o v i n g at the rate of about 1,100 mi les a 
minute, be fixed on " foundations " a n d " p i l l a r s " ? H a n -



6 

n a h said a n d s u n g : " T h e p i l l a r s of the earth are the 
Lord's , a n d H e hath set the w o r l d upon t h e m . " — i Sam. ii.8. 
A g a i n , w e r e a d : " H e founded the earth upon her bases 
that i t should not be moved for ever ; the w o r l d also is 
established that i t cannot be moved." T h e foundations 
of the earth (land) an outstretched a n d motionless plane, 
proved b y the fact that water everywhere is level. We 
read that he spread forth the earth above the waters; and 
a g a i n we are t o l d — h e a v e n above...earth beneath...water 
under the earth—not empty space a l l round a whir l ing 
globe, nor the sea resting upon the earth, but the earth 
resting i n a n d upon the waters of the m i g h t y deep. " He 
hangeth the earth upon n o t h i n g " (Job x x v i . 7), that is, 
as one learned H e b r e w scholar says, " upon no thing." 

I have frequently reminded m y readers, a n d hearers, mat 
the correct translat ion is not that of a suspended globe in 
empty space. " H e stretcheth out the north over the 
empty space, a n d does not h a n g the earth (or land) upon 
a n y t h i n g . " T h i s passage of Scr ipture is frequently brought 
up by our opponents, but i t does not prove the globular 
teaching at a l l . In d e a l i n g w i t h this verse, i n the first 
place, we h o l d that the w o r d ' earth ' means the land por
t ion of the w o r l d , and the l a n d only; a n d therefore it aoes 
not include the sea. 

N o w J o b was referring to the l a n d i n the north, over 
w h i c h the northern heavens are spread. A n d the earth 
beneath i t (the l a n d i n the north) hangeth upon " n o 
th ing ," h a v i n g neither " p i l lars " nor foundations, save the 
waters of the great deep. J o b proves his inspirat ion by 
this statement of fact, w r i t t e n hundreds of years before 
any m a n h a d at tempted to explore the n o r t h magnetic 
centre. A t h i n g h u n g up is motionless. 

A n o t h e r version says: " H e hangeth the earth (the land) 
over no t h i n g . B u t as w e repeat, a t h i n g w h i c h hangs 
is motionless. Besides i t w o u l d be as easy to h a n g a plate 
or disc, as i t w o u l d be to h a n g a b a l l . So that the only 
th ing these texts prove is, that whatever shape the earth 
m a y be, i t is motionless. 

In the 10th verse of the same chapter, we r e a d : " He 
h a t h described a boundary upon the face of the waters, 
unto the confines of d a y a n d n i g h t . " T h i s is a description 
of the unknown regions of the great beyond, which our sun 
never reaches. T h e author of the l i t t l e pamphet i n question, 
however, admits that N e w t o n w a s ent ire ly w r o n g in his 

^ t h e o r y of l i g h t ; a n d that g r a v i t a t i o n explains n o t h i n g ; 
it w h e n i t is stated that the height of mountains on 
j £ coast i s i n direct p r o p o r t i o n t o the depth of the sea 

^beats u p o n or near the shore, i t is reasonable to 
* |hat l a n d a n d water have been m a d e b y the Creator 
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to generally balance themselves. I believe this, though 
no argument i n v o l v i n g the globular figure of the earth and 
sea can be based thereon. 

The writer, however, makes a point of Isa. x l . 22 : " H e 
sitteth upon the circle of the earth." H e quotes these 
words as Scr iptural proof that the earth is a globe. A c 
cording to this portion of H o l y W r i t , the earth has a circle 
around it , as Job said, i n his wonderful poem : " H e hath 
encompassed the waters w i t h bounds u n t i l day and night 
come to an end, or, u n t i l the v is ion of l ight and darkness." 
This is much clearer i n D r . Bul l inger 's translation of the 
Book of Job: " T h e round horizon bounds the water's face, 
and there' the fading l i g h t w i t h darkness blends."—Job 
xxvi. 10. 

A penny has a circle round it , yet it is f iat ; so, according
ly, there is nothing to u p h o l d the w h i r l i n g globe theory 
in this port ion of Scripture, but on the contrary, the idea 
that the earth a n d sea together form a shining star rush
ing round and round the sun, a n d also rushing at the 
same time forward through space w i t h the sun a n d moon, 
and the whole ga laxy of stars, towards delta Lyroe, at the 
rate of over three-quarters of a m i l l i o n of miles i n 24 hours, 
or about 250,000,000,000 a year, is not on ly not i n harmony 
with the teaching of the H o l y B i b l e , but is i n direct con
tradiction to i t . It comes of the powers of darkness, a n d 
w i l l lead back to them. 

That w o r d Khug, says the author, does not mean a circle 
drawn upon a plane surface. It occurs twice, i n other 
places, where i t refers to the v a u l t of the heaven. " T h e 
throne of G o d is an orb, and. . . i t teaches the true form of 
the earth." U p to a certain point the author's explanat ion 
is intermixed w i t h t r u t h ; but i n rea l i ty the words should 
be " H e that sitteth u p o n the c irc le (chug, vault) of the 
earth...that stretcheth out the heaven as a curtain, and 
spreadeth them out as a tent to d w e l l i n . " (R.V.) 

In the g lobular theory there is no r o o m for the B i b l e 
idea of outstretched heavens as w e l l as outstretched earth. 
Yet the wri ter of Rogers' Reasons tries to make everything 
fit i n w i t h the g lobular theory. E v e n the honest sceptic 
w i l l see that this is not c a n d i d . W e must not force God's 
W o r d to m a k e i t fit our ideas. T h e v a u l t overhead does 
not signify that the ear th is a sphere. 

Aga in , to say that because those w h o l i v e i n northern 
climes w o u l d see the stars i n southern region's i f the earth 
were a plane, is to assert that the stars are large enough 
to be seen a l l over the earth, a n d that the atmosphere 
has no power to deflect a w a y their l ight , when they shine 
at the great angles they must m a k e from the south. Also 
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such an assertion p r a c t i c a l l y denies the l i m i t of human 
vis ion, a n d the rules w h i c h govern the k n o w n laws of 
optics and perspective, a n d m a n y facts inc luded therewith. 

O u r L o r d , Jesus Chris t , confirms the fact that the stars 
(hoi asteres) are but s m a l l l i g h t s — n o t wor lds nor suns— 
and H e says that they s h a l l f a l l f r o m heaven to the earth. 
T h e fixed stars are so s m a l l that the most powerful teles
copes cannot magni fy t h e m i n t o discs. Jesus said that 
the stars shal l f a l l f rom heaven i m m e d i a t e l y before His 
Second A d v e n t . A s to H i s statement i n L u k e x v i i . 34-36, 
i n t i m a t i n g that w h e n H e comes a l l w i l l see H i m at one 
a n d the same moment, though to some i t w i l l be early 
morning , to others broad day, a n d to others dead of night, 
i t is sa id that this impl ies the existence of antipodes; this 
affords no proof against the plane earth teaching, but 
rather, the contrary, for no one pretends that the people at 
the so-called Antipodes can see through a globe, or look 
a l l the w a y round it . . So that this passage about the 
f a l l i n g of the stars is i n favour of the Zetet ic posit ion. 

W h e n people br ing up such flimsy things as these, as 
proofs of the globular theory, i t shows that they are hard 
pressed to find ' proofs.' Y e t a w e l l - k n o w n B i b l e student 
has brought up these sayings as a proof of the common 
t h e o r y ! 

T h e different hours of the day a n d night are explainable 
o n a plane e a r t h ; but i t w o u l d be h u m a n l y impossible for 
a l l people to see the Christ at one a n d the same moment, 
if the earth were a globe. T h e antipodeans c o u l d not look 
round a globe or through a sol id globe, so they w o u l d have 
to w a i t 12 hours w h i l e the so-called globe turned them 
half round. Therefore, w h a t w i l l take place at Christ's 
Second C o m i n g is proof on our side, and not on that of 
our opponents. 

T h e references to geologic periods bear out m y conten
t ion, v i z . : there is no rel iable data for the evolutionists' 
assertions; but from Creation's week Christ ians may know, 
i f they w i l l study B i b l e Astronomy, that the age of the 
earth is not more than about 5,903 years. T h i s has been 
proved by the cycles of eclipses, transits, etc., calculated 
backwards, and found to be a l l s tart ing together i n Crea
t i o n w e e k ; thus further p r o v i n g that the B i b l e is the Word 
of G o d , and that the g lobular theories are v i t a l l y opposed 
to B i b l e teaching. Professors m a y take their choice, but 
a l l Christ ians ought to (and true Christ ians will) readily 
stand b y the W o r d pf G o d , w h i c h " l i v e t h and abideth 
for ever," 


