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always either very temporary, like the darkness described by Pliny as occasioned
by a cloud of voleanic ashes; and so, altogether inadequate to meet the demands
of a hypothesis such as that of Dr Swith. And yet further, I am disposed, I must
add, to look for a broader and more general meaning in that grand description of
the creation of all things with which the Divine record so appropriately opeits, than
I could recognize it as forming, were I assured it referred to but one of many ex-
isting creations,—a creation restricted to mayhap a few hundred square wiles of
country, and to mayhap a few scores of animals and plants.”

The author then unfolds his own view,~—a view, however, which is not
new, but which had been already advocated by men of the first attainments
in science, such as Jameson, Cuvier, and Silliman, viz.: that the days of the
first chapter of Genesis denote long periods of time. In his exposition of
this view, we shall allow the author to speak at length :—

* Premising, then, that I make no pretensions to even the slightest skill in phil-
ology, I remark further, that it has been held by accomplished philologists, that the
days of the Mosaic creation may be regarded, without doing violence to the genius
of the Hebrew langnage, as successive periods of great extent. And certainly, in
looking at my English Bible, I find that the portion of time spoken of in the first
chapter of Genests as siz days, is spoken of in the second chapter as one day.”

#* % «Wajving, howeVer, the questian as a philological one, and simply hold-
ing with Cuvier, Parkinson, and Silliman, that each of the siz days of the Mosaie
narrative i the first chapter were what is assuredly meant by the day referved to
in the second,—not natural days, but lengthened periods,—I find myself called on,
as a geologist, to account for but three of the six. ~Of the period during which light
was created,—of the period during which a firmament was made to separate the
waters from the waters,—or of the period during which the two great lights of the
earth, with the other heavenly bodies, became visible from the earth’s surface,—we
need expect to find no record in the rocks. Let me, however, pause for a moment,
to remark the peculiar character of the language in which we are first introduced
in the Mosaic narrative to the heavenly bodies,—sun, moon, and stars. The moon,
though absolutely one of the smallest lights of our system, is described as secondary
and subordinate to only its greatest light, the sun, It is the apparent, then, not
the actual, which we find in the passage,—what seemed to be, not what was; and
as it was merely what appeared to be greatest that was described as greatest, on
what grounds are we to hold that it may not also have been what appeared at the
time to be made that has been described as made? The sun, moon, and stars may
bave been created long before, though it was not until this fourth period of cre-
ation that they became visible from the earth’s surface.”

« The geologist, in bis attewmpts to coilate the Divine with the geologic record,
has, I repeat, only three of the six periods of creation to account for,—the period
.of plants, the period of great sea monsters and creeping things, and the period of
cattle and beasts of the earth. He is called on to question bis systems and forma-
tions regarding the remains of these three great periods, and of these only. And
the question once fairly stated, what, I ask, is the reply ? All geologists agree in
holding that the vast geological scale naturally divides into three great parts. There
are many lesse. divisions,—divisions into systems, formations, deposits, buds, strata ;
but the master divisions, in each of which we find a type of life so unlike that of
the others, that even the unpractised eye can detect the difference, are simpiy
three,—the Palxozoic, or oldest fossiliferous division; the Secondary, or middle
fossiliferous division ; and the Tertiary, or latest fossiliferous division.

« In the first, or Palzozoic division, we find corals, crustaceans, molluses, fishes,
and, in its later formations, a few reptiles. But none of these classes of orzanisms
give its leading character to the Palwozoic; they do not constitute its preminent
feature, or render it more remarkable as a scene of life than any of the divisions
which followed. That which chiefly dictinguished the Palaozoic from the Second-
ary and Tertiary periods was its gorgeous flora. It was cmphatically the period of

plants,—* of herbs yiclding seed after their kind.” In no other age did the world
ever witness such a flora : the youth of the earth was peculiarly a green and um-
brageous yonth,—a youth of dusk and tangled forest, of huge pines and stately



