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First in the series of lectures ought to have stood
,one on the autliorship of the Gospels and the suffi-
ciency of their authors as witnesses to the miraculous
facts. But this topic is hardly toucbed on in any
part of the volume. Consequently the wvork wvill~e rad by those for whose benefit it is chiefly de-

signed wîth. littie profit and prohably with little
attention.

The best of the lectures appears to us to be that
en Positivism by the Rev. W. Jackson, wvho at ail
events grapples with his subject vigorously and
effectively, tlîough, bis tone in parts is îlot £0 judicial
as miglitbe desired. The weakest, strange to say, is
that by an ex-professor of Theology at Oxford, Dr.
Payne Smith, whose paper on Science and Revela-
tion, besides being extremely wveak and yague in its
reasonings, is defaced by some very poor attempts at
wit. Th Arclibishop of York, (on Design in Na-
ture) displays a general acquaintance wvith science
rare as well as laudable among clergymen, but lie
does not do mucli more. Dr. Rigg (o11 Pantlieism)
rins into pulpit declamation, and lie is betrayed, in
un evil moment, into an endorsement of the proposi-

flihat "lail we ask is that wve may be allowed to,
believe iid - God and a real Divine Providence, as
powerful and wise and good as Mr. Darwin's Na-
lural Selection -," as though the heart; craving for a
God of goodness and mercy, wvould be satistied by
belief in a force, thîe leading ciaracteristic of wvhich
is the rutbless cruelty of its operations. Iu tlie papers
of Dr. Stoughtou (on the Nature and Value of the
Miraculous 'restiniouy to Christianity), and of the
Bisbop of Carlisle (on the Graduai Development of
Revelation) wve see nothing calling for particular
notice; thougli Dr. Stongliton is to be coxnmended,
in our humble judgment, for opening with a refer-
-ence to the words of our Lord to St. Thomas as
sbowing tliat lionest doubt ought to be removed by
proofs and flot to be denounced as a crime. Professor
Rawlinson (on the Alleged Historical Difficulties of
the Old and New Testament) cannot fail to, display'
learning wben dealing witli questions of Oriental
history ; but lie also showvs bias to an extent which
will be fatal to the acceptance of bis conclusions by
any who are not overpowered by. bis erudition, and
bis assertion that lie lias exliausted the alleged bis-
torical difficulties either of the Old Testament or of
the New would by no means be admitted by his
opponeunts. Mr. Row (on Mythical Theories of
Christianity) puts witli mucli force the difficulty of
explaining tlie production of sncli a character as that
-of Christ by any knowvn process of thse human imagi-
nation. Mr. Leathes (on tlie Evideutial Value of
St. Paul's Episties) is able and striking, thougli defi-
cieut in tliat judicial impartiality without which no
reasonings will fiud admission into a doubting mind.
The Bishop of Ely (on Clirist's Teachiugs and> In-
:fluence on the World) is comprehiensive, erudite and
suggestive; but in lis survey of'tlie inoral history
of Christendom lie ignores such adverse facts as the
Crusades, tlie Extermination of the Aibigenses, the
Religious Wars of the s6th iýnd 17th century,tlie In-
quisition, the Penàl Code ; and lie dlaims RogerBacon
as one of the scientific glories of the Cliristian Cliurch,
omitting to mention that lie was persecuted for- bis
scientific pursuits by the ecclesiastical authorities of
thie day.- Canon Cook (on the Compieteuess and
!Adequac of the Evidences of Cliristianiity) is fatally
weakened by the omission in the commencement of

the volume of that portion of the evidences whicb-

as we liave already poiuted out is the founidation
of tlie wh'ole. The explanatory paper by Bishop
Ellicott pleases us by its toue o fcandour and of
charitable sympatby with, serions doulit, a toue
of which we feel the want in the papers of some of
lis coadjutors.

A Volunme of lectures written by sncb men could
not fail to contain mucli that must lie acceptable to,
belies'iug Christians and %î'ortliy of the attention of
aIl; but we caunot persuade ourselves tliat it wilI
liave mucli influence in tnrning the cîIrrent of adverse
opinion or bringing Modem Scepticism back to faith
in Christ.

THE DIVINE TRAGEDY. By Henry Wadswortb
Longfellow. Boston : James R. Osgood & Co.

Mr. Longfellow lias not vouchsafed, by any kind
of preface, to explain to ns the aimi or meaning of
this sinjular production of bis muse. " The Diine
Tragedy" is a metrical abridgement of the Gospel
narrative, mostly in the very words of tlie Evangel-
ists, a little distorted or dilnted to meet tIhe exigen.
cies of wese. The svarning caîl of the Baptist, with
wliich the piece opens, is rendered thus,-

"Repent!I repent i repent!
For the Kingdom. of Heaven is at baud,
And ail tlie land
Full of the knowledge of the Lord shaîl be
As the waters cover tlie sea
And encircle the continent !»

Tlie simple question, "'Art thon that prophet?' is
doue into poetry thus,-

"Art thon that prôphet, then,
0f lameritation and wvoe,
Whio, as a symbol and sign
0f impending wratli divine
Upon unbelieving men,
Shiattered the Vessel of Clay
In the Vallqy of Slaugliter ?'

Exegetical but ndramaticl
Iu tlie narrative of the miraculous dranght of fishes,

instead of "lthe unet brake," we bave,-

"Our nets like spider's webs were snapped
asunder."

This, no doulit, appears much more poetîcal to
Mr. Longfellow; but if thse nets lad be.en snappéd
like spider's webs iustead of simply breaking, asec-
ond miracle would have been required to prevezit aill
the fisli from falling back into the water.

In the same style is,-

cdUpon this rock
I build xny Churcli and a?? the gates of Hell
Shahl not prevail against it."

A singular notion Mr., Longfellow miist have
fonned of tise expression "'The Gates of Hell."

The dire exigencies of verse compel the poet to
substitute Ilchiîdren sitting in the- marketr" (which
is nonsense) for Ilsitting'in the market place," and
"Imadea dlay" for "made dlay;" ness itbe thathe
thiuks "' made a clay" more poeticaL


