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that, whiie the Fathers, in commenting on passages wvhere physical
matters occurred, have sometimes expressed the ideas of their tirnes
and thus made statements wvhicli in these days have been abandoned
as incorrect, on the other hand ' <hase wvho niaintain tiîat an error is

possible in any genuine passagce of the sacrel writings, either pervert
the catholic notion of inspiration or make God the authar of such
errors.' As to «'Sermo communis' or 'ordinary speach,' hie says.
IlOrdinary speach primarily and prepetly describes what cornes unde

the senses ; and somevhat in the sanie wvay, the sacred %vriterý:, as
the Angeiic writer also rerninds uis, ' went hy wvhat sensibly appear-
ed' or put down wliat God, speaking ta men, signified, iii the w'ay
nien cauid understand and %vere accustamned ta. Had the authar
weighied wvhat the Pope said about this 1 Sermo commuriis' she
wauld neyer have made lier favorite character, Geor 'ge Sutcliffe, oeil
the statement, 1no oné nowv believes in thle literaI truthi of Joshua's
account af the sunl standing stili.' The fact is that every one who
helieves at ail in that accaunt, believes in the literai trtith af i£. The
literai truth is tlle truth af ardinary speech in its primary andi proper
sense and the Pape rerninds us that in this sense ardinary speech
' describes wvhat cames under the senses.' What came under the
senses af lashua and those that tvere %vith him wvas the s'în standing
for many lînurs together at one paint in the heavens, and lie did but
describe literally and faithfully wvhat hie %vitnessed. It is na figure af
speech, neither is it a fictian that the sun rîses or that the sun sets;
it is no literai description af a plienomenan as it appears ta the
senses. The author confaunds ' literai truth' with ' scientific
truth.' It is the literai truth that ta the ordinarv eve, the sun is no
larger than the diai a[ a doück and the stars are mere specks af 11gb t
in the firmament ; how far the sensible appearance is tram the scien-
tific truth let astranomners tell, But ai wvhat reaily happened when
the sun wvas seen ta stand stili, those who saw it k.-new- as ir.uch as
we do-and mhat is just nothing at ail.

There is marein this able reviewvtaexpiain and support these posi-
sitians but wve have suficient ta see thedrift ai thce bok. We agree that
the culture, the refinement, and ivhat is vastiy more, the ardent faitli
and tender pietu: oi the author, are uinquestianed. Nat so the the-
ology. We ais,, think that the discussian ai grave theolagical ques-


