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;5iviii^ i^uidanci' lltr tin; prosont and liopc for the f'utuiv. In the fbl-

lowin<j; pa^es, I piopo.so to oiiloi" upon ho niucli of this Huhjcct as

rcIaU's to tlic orij>'in and t-arlirst history of tho world, in >o I'ai* as

Hk^sc air ticalc'd of in tlio liihlc, and in th<' traditions of thi; more
MiK'ii'nt nations; and this with rcfiTcncc to tlic picsi'iit stand-point

of'Hcioni'o. ni ivhuion to those <|n('stions.
"

Now roatU'i- ol)serve tivM, thai thi- Of. speaks of the 'founda-

tions of rcIi^^ioMs Ix'lit'f." resting- merely "'on the ii/ki of a

revelation;'" and on this he says.—"We (men) may hiiild a

siij)erstruelu!'e of rational reliufion, giving' giiidanc*'."" iS;c. Whatever

the J)r. may he as to human science and lilei'atiii'e. evei'v genuini'

(Jhristian will see thai lie is iu)t even a child in the seieiict' of theo-

logy and other divine siil.jccts; and that his fomidalion and snper-

sliuctiire are eiiually wi-aU and >njrt/ilfi<s. Ohserve fui-ther, that he

does not take I'ither the Bihio or traditions as the foundation ol" his

Hiihject. hut says he will treat of it with reference to the present

stand-j)oint of sciciu-e." Yet he has said in a pit's'ious ])age. that

'• .scicntitic facts and )>rincij>les are in tlu'lr nature mic«>rtain, and

must constantly change as knowledge advances ;'" and that "they

cannot soIm- for us the great practical ju'ohlems of our religion aiwl

destiny.

1 now come to those pages of the huok which give the most

material parts, or indeed it may ]h) said, the very foundation

of the l><)ctor's nnscri])tural and ahsiird story regarding creation.

H eommenees on page 17, where, on mentioning the ''question of

origins, as.eontained in the llehrew scriptures."' and "the found-

ation and historical development of its solution, he says:—"We
<nay discuss these subjects under the heads of the Abrahamic

(Jenesis, and the Mosaic (lenesis."

There never was, in any form an Abrahamic (Jenesis. It is

^nerely an invention of the Dr. losuit his stoi'V. lie then gives the

title
—"The Abrahamic (Jenesis.

"

Here, 1 will deal fairlv with the \)y. and llberallv with the

riiader, by giving sudi large extracts from his book, as will show

the wiiole of his theory, and at the close ot cafh of them, I will

comment on and answer its several parts and particulars. The Dr.

refers to a theory held by sonie that the earlier parts of the book of

(Jenesis existed as ancient documents, in the time of Moses; and

says that attempts have been made to separate the older from the

newer portions. Of these attenijUs he writes as follows:

—


