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discrepancy between the two records, or there
is an old plant-bearing formation yet undis-
covered,"-a forlorn hope, we take it. There is
the further difficuity betwveen the flrst and se-
cond chapters, wvhich miust be farniliar to our
readers through the Colenso controversy ; this
our author does flot mention.

On the whoie, these a-re objections of detail,
and do not mar the generai narrative. With
regard to the existence of trees out of their
geologicai order, Dr. Dawson's suggestion
seems not unduly strained. Vegetation of avery
low kind rnay have existed on the land in the
third age, as %ve knowv it did at a very early
period and it may be that, in the history, the
general subject wvas mi-entioned en bloc at the
tiine of its first appearance. Or as we shouid
prefer putting it, the oeons or periods, instead of
absoiutely succeeding cachi otiier, overlap.

Whether these difficulties besolved orno, Dr.
Dawvson is riglit in saying that the points of
agreernent under the circunistances are so won-
derful as to be inexplicable by the suggestion
of guesswork. Tiiere are hiere severai promii-
nent ideas, perfcctly unique, and entirely origi-
nal with the author of Genesis. The unity of
God, the unity, order, and purpose of creation
by Him, and the graduai progress of organic
nature from iower forms to higher. So far as
the iower animais are concerned, the text plain-
1iy hints at creation by deveiopment in obedi-
ence to iaw ; and that this is no mere modern
shift to get over a difficuitv is proved by the
fact that St. Augustine and Thomas Aquinas,
as well as other Fathers and Schoolmen, ga-
thered the doctrine therefrom centuries before
evolution wvas dreamned of as a scientific hypo-
thesis.

We shouid like to have nmade a few rcmarks
on the conciuding chapter ; but wve have aiready
occupied too mnuch space. XVe close, therefore,
with a recommendation to ail who feel stirred
by the formidable problemns of the day, to read
this iittie volume, as an introduction to a deeper
acquaintanceship with the serious questions at
issue.

ENGLISHI PORTRAITS. By C. A. Ste. Beuve.
Selectcd and translated froin the " Causeries
du Lundi.> With an Introductory Chapter
on Ste. Beuve's Life and Writinigs. London:
Daidy, Isbister & Co.
We confess to a feeling of sympathy wvith a

mar who tries to introduce Ste. Beuve to Eng-
lii readers. In the first place hie mnust him-
self appreciate Ste. Beuve, or the idea wouid
not have occurred to him ; and that is a point
in his favour, as it shows that his literary taste
is good. In the second place, the task lie un-
dertakes is likely to be far more laborious than
giorious. Ste. Beuve is an extrenieiv difficuit
author to render into English ; and, wvhen the
rendering is done, howv many are thiere that
wiîll care for it ? In his own country, Ste.

Beuve wvas highily thought of as a critic, and
inay almost be said to have had for years no
rival in the region of criticism ; but hie wvas
neyer what couid be caiied a popular writer.
And in Engiand, or on this continent, it is only
the fcw who can find a real interest in the deli-
cate, ingenious, and elaborate essays that were
the resuilt of hîs iifc-iong activity. The type
of the English essayist adapted for popuiarity is
Macaulay. Here you have bold and vivid por-
traiture, logical sequence, firiy-drawn conclu-
sions. You sec the point you start from, you
knowv whither you are being carried, and have
fperfect confidence that you wvilt iiot bc carried
1 too far. Macaulay>s positive and dogniatic spirit
iseeks no collaboration on the part of the reader ;
thrcws upon him no burden of doubt, no res-
ponsibiiity for a decision ; but simply asks an
attention which it is really casier to grant than
Ito refuse to so vivacious, enthusiastic, and withal
s0 instructive a picader. Very différent is the
imode of the Frenchi critic. With inii criticisni
is simply sceing every object in the lighit, and
from the point of view, best adaptcd for einabling
us to grasp its essential qualities. He did flot
practise his art for edification, or with the view of
adding strength to any set of opinions or princi-
pics ; lie liad nothing in him of the spirit either
of the advocate orof the prosccutingcounsei. He
did not fei that hie wvas responsible for things
being as they were; bis business, he heid, wvas to
try to know them as they were, so that lie rnight
judge them as far as possible with comprehien-
sion and sympathy. To those who are not
themselves in a hurry to pronounce final opi-
nions, whio are more anxious to understand
than to attribute ý.raise or blaîne, bis essays,
cspeciaiiy if they can be read in the original,
wili be full of intercst. H-e alwvays icaves the
characters lie is discussing pienty of room to
breathe ; hie neithier sinothers themn with praise,
nor does lie, after the boa-constrictor fashion
of certain critics, throiv around them the couls
of a mercilcss logic fron wvhich there is no es-
cape. He can be keen upon occasion ; but lie
takes no pleasurc in the " back-breaking> cri-
ticisnî for which his countrynien have invented
ja nanie.

We have left ourseives we fear but littie
space in which to discuss the merits of the
present translation. It includes criticai bio-
graphies of Mary Queen of Scots, Lord Chester-
field, Benjamin Franklin, Gibbon, Cowpcr, and
Pope, and also an appraisement of " Taine's
l-istory of English Literature." This seiection,
wvhich lias been made, wve cannot doubt, more
wvith the vicw of intcrcsting E nglish readers
than of exhibiting the great critic>s poivers to
the best advantage. is the justification of the
titie given to the work of " English Portraits.»
It would be a mistake to expect any transla-
tion to reproduce the peculiar merits of a
writer like Ste. Beuve, so far as these arc con-
nected with style. The present transiator tnight,


