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cnirn ad chii quando î In view of ail thjis, the critical student will feol that tlànovel interpretation of the passage cannot be founded on so erroneous a philo.
logica'. basis. A similar instance of arbitrariness is the rcndering of Gcn. vi. s,by Il %lîile lie is, elso flcsb," or Ilwlien lio 18 stili fiesh"-for wich, despite, fairproxnisvs, not a particle of evidenco is offered. These specimens suffice to showthat, liowever able and excellent in many respects our author's3 philological re-marks tlîoy are not to bc iînplicitly followed, especially whien a controverted
passage is in question

The estimate which readers will forni of the notes. as contra-distinguishcd
from the phiilologrical reinarks, -%vil] 'vary witli the theological views whicli theyinay bave adopte >d. AIl, however, Nwili agrce that condensation Nvould have been
possible and desirable, and that many passages of fine itigmgi aoybvbeen struck out, as Wveil as repeated Iucubraitions over vtig mrjuibt safel oher&
and asseverations of personal ndependence. A thoughitful, learned and reallyindependent, commentator, impresses such convictions on tbo mind of blis readerswitliott liaving recourse to wbiat to soie may appear self-confidence and lauda.tion of orîe's wares. A sentence or two ivili explaim the general views of Dr.Kaliscli on the Book of Genesis. H1e liolds that, on many subjects, sucl; as thoaccounit of the Creation, of the Del ugeý, &c., Genesis cannot bo reconciled îvith theresuits of modern scicntific investioation. 11e goe furtber, and in opposition tomany able scholars (such. as the late ilugYl Millier) declares it an Ilignominious
retreat") to assert Ilthat tIme Bible neyer endeavours to teacli that whicls thehuman inmd is by ilseif able to discover; tlîat it tiierefore iii no îvay inteadedto gie information on the origini of the w'orld, since tîme natural sciences couldby5due exertion, ivithout extraneons aid, fumuisbi thie necessary knowedge,"
Notwithistanding this, inany, we believe, ivili continue to bold the opinion tlatthe Book of Genesis ivas not designed* to teach natural science, and that theprovinces of tbeaology and gcology are quite distinct, and oulglt to be separatly
and independently followed. Nor are we pm'el).red to admit tlîat in other res-pects Dr. Kalisclî's stateinents are so irrefragable as lie seems to suppose. Eisgeneral principle is, thiat wh'ile iii itsformn Gencsis partakes of the err-rors currentamong ntr ain-oatmstrubti ignorance of the writer, ntothgE asenntossieie 1rul ie*âiul n iie trs designedly-tle ideas wliichi it enibodit.s are spirta au diie 1Lwlbe evident that sucli a view nmust lead to forced interpretations (as in the bistoryof the Faîl,) nor, we suspect, ivili iL prove satisfactory or appear consistent citherto those who believe in, or to those -%vho reject dic idea of the inspiration of the
Scriptures.

We are almost sorry to, find so many exceptions, t1ue more so, as -ve bavecarried from the peruisal of this, Commentary a Iligh opinion of the Iearning andability of its author. Every page bears, trace of extensive and careful researcli-
the Hebreiv Joie of the mviter is profound and on the îvhole accurate-his ne-
quaintanceslaip with classical ivriters and îvith anciecnt bîstory, literature andmanners wide, and his statemients are decided and frank. Despite its drawbaks,the volume deserves to find a place in every theological library; and in thieinterest of critical study ive express the hope of agyain meetingy Dr. Kaliscli in
similar fields of investigation.-Atheneurn. cc
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