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GLADSTONE AND HEUXLEY ON GENESIS.
BY PROF. N. BURWASH, S.T.D.

IN the midst of his arduous political labors, Mr. Gladstone
turns to Biblical stuclies for a refresbilng intellectual.

change. Bis recent article on the hbarnony of Genesis with
science, if not quite up to Mr. lluxley's latest table of facts in
paleontologry, and perbaps not quite abreast of the latest criti-
cal interpretation of Genesis, is at least xnarked by a magnificent
faith in the unity of ail trutb, and by a sympathetie insigbt,
whicb gra;;ps broad general truth more clearly than is possible
to the miicroscopic investigator of individual facts. The shep-
herd from the hilltop ,nay niake a generalization of the features
of the iandscape sornewhat at variance with the details observed
by a ploughman wbo is laboriously turning over bis furrows in
the valley below. But bis general assertion that the field is a
Iow lying valley will be accepted as true, notwithstanding the
fact that the ploughman bas discovered in it one or two slight
knoills. Such is very much the character of the objection which
Mr. Huxley makes to Mr. Gladstone's harmony. 11e thinks
that Genesis must be written down as contradicting geology
because sorne reptilian land animais appear before the birds.

Professor Drummond, in a recent number of the Nineteentht
(Century, bas undertaken to correct botb scientist and theologian
0-- the basis of the modern Old Testament eriticism. While
sympathizing in part with what be says, and fuIIly acknow]edg-
ing that Mr Huxley can be put completely out of court> and
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