
by ref'erring, the origin of the globe to a higher antiquity tiîan is assigned to it by
the writings'ofMAoses, undermines our faith ini the inspiration of tle Bible, and in
ail the animating prospects of the iîumortality which it unfolds. This is a false alarm
.Ti e wrîîings of 'M'oses dIo n ot Jlx M e a ndtquiti of th e globe."

In 1814, ten years after the date ofthe St Andrews' lectures, Dr Chalmers pro-
duced his more elaborate sclhenie of reconciliation between the Divine and the
Geologie 1Records, in a"I Reviewv of Cu vier's Theory, of the Eartlî;" and that schenie,
perfeetly adequate to bring the Miosaic narrative 'into harmony with ivhat ra~s
known at the time of' geologie history, has been very extensively received and
adopted. It may, indeed, stili be regarded as the most popular of the varlous cx-
istinny sehemes. 'I teaches, and teaches truly, that between the flrst act ofecreation,
whiàl evoked out of' the previous nothing the matter of' the lieaveils and earth, and
the firÈt day's work rec.orded iii Genesis; periods of' vast duration may have inter-
vened ; but fnrther, it insists that the days themselves Nvere but natural days
of' twenty-four hours ecd; and that, ere they began, the earth, tlîoughi maybap in
the previous period a fair residence of life hiad become void and formless, and the
sun, moori, and stars, though maybap before they liad given light, had been, at Jeast
in relation to our planef, (emporally extinguished. In short, while it teaches that
the successive ereations tif the geologist may aIl have found ample room in the Pe-
riod precedingy that creation to which man belongs, it teaches also tbat the record
in Genesis bears reference to but the existing creation, and that there lay between
it and the preceding ones a chiaotic period of deatlh and darkness. The seheine
propounded by th e late Dr Pye Smith, aîid since adopted by several 'writcrs, dif-
fers froni that of' Clialmers in but one circumstance, thoughl an important one. Dr
Smith held, with the great northren divine, that the Mosaic days were natural days;
that- the), ivere preu.eded by a chaotic period ; and that the ivork done in them re-
lated to but that Iast of the ereations to whichi the humran species belorgs. Furiher,
lîowever, lie held in addition, that the chiaos of darkness and confusion out of
which that creation was called was of but limited extent, and that outside its
area, and during the period of its existence, many of our presant lands and seas
may have enjoyed the light of the sun, and been tenanted by animais and occup ed,
by plants, lie descendants of which stili continue to exist. The treatise of Dr Pye

Smih wvas published exactly a quarter of a Century posterior to the promulg(ation,
throughi the press. of thc argument of Dr Clialmers; and this important addition-
elaborated by its author betweea the years 1838 and 1839,-seeins to have been
made to suit the more advanced state of'gooia science at the imne. The seheme
of reconciliation perfeetiy adequate iii 1814 wZas found in 1839 to be no longer so.

Tlîe view of Dr Chlînmers here exhibited, lins for severtil years been lield
by inany of the rno;t di;tinguislhed Thieolog-,tis andl friends of :cienice, aud
lias been gencî'ally conAiered suifficiunt to recuncile Ulie two recurds. W e
have never beeîî ,ati,ýfie(l %ith it. Independenrt uf otiier objecinswehv
always felt tlînt the description iii Gen. i. 2, of Uie clîaotie s teoerhp-
vious to the comniencernent: of the six days of creation, was upon this theory
quite incompatible witlî the view which Geology gives of' its condition. La-
ter' discoverir:, in G~lgand paî'ticularly the-investigations of Mr Miller
himqelf, have tended to render Geologists dissati:sfied iwith it. Wve theref'ore
give M,' MilIei's reasoils for rejecting it.

IlIt is a great: faet, now fully establislied in Uic course of geological disrovery, that
between t&e plants which in tie present titne cover the eartb, and the animais which
inhabit it, and the animais a-'d plants of the later extinct creations, there occurred
no brAak or blank, but tlîat un the contrary, many of the ".xisting organisins were
contemporary during tho morning of tleir being, with miany of the extinct ones dur-
ingr the evening, of theirs. We know further, thuat not a fcw of the shelîs -%vlich now
live on our coasts, and several of even the wild animals wbich continue tosurvive ainid
our tracts of hill and f orest, were in existence rnany artes ere the human age began.
Instead of' dating their beiyinning only a single naturali day, or at most Lwo natural
days, in advance of man, tiiey must have prcceded him by many thiousands of ycars.
In fine, in coliscqtence of' thiat conîparatively recent extension of geological fhct in
direction o? the later systems and formations, through 'which -we"are led to, know
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