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THE MOSAI0 COBMOGONY.

BY G. W. GRIFFITIUS,

(Continued.)

A press of work of various kinds, and somo indisposition during
tho hot weather, prevented my continuing the * Mosaic Coa-
mogony " in time for the September number of the FrerTiovont
JOURNAL.

Glancing over what has been already written, L felt confirmed
in a suspicion I had begun to entertain, that I had committed
myself to a criticism of an, aftor all, not vory important article,
s0 miutuo us to Lo likely to provo weavisome. I propose, there-
fore, not to follow tho Quarterly Reviewer mto much moro dotatil,
though soeveral poiuts might be made by doing so, but rather to lean
to a goneralization of the subject, which may I trust bo rendered
of gomo interest by the auwthorities which I shall quote.

1 um, howsver, bound to advert to a8 remark I made in that
portion of this article which appeared i April, i, that *the
Reviewer would be hard pressed to define his *act of creation,’ but
that I would presently holp him towards tracing the nolular
vortox-ring to one act or point.” I do not pretend to peint out
tho initinl u.t or point; si-aply to suggest a step towards it;
and tho suggestion is o very simplo one.  Every particlo of matter
attracts every other particle with n forco proportionate to its
mass, and every particlo of matter has its own poles of attraction
snd repulsion, Now, I am wyself but indifferently versed in the
dotuils of science, though that is a deficiency which does not by
any weans incapacitate from sound genoralizations, or & bro-d
grasp. It does not thorefore present itself to my mind as a vory
diflicult conception, thav thoso two properties, shewld av any in-
instant of favorable conditions, find themselves compelled so to
interact on each other, a3 necessarily to induce tho rotary motion
on which all the subsequent developments wonld appear to depead,
and nouo  Lut an orthodox arguer would, at this stage of investi-
gution, feel himsolf necessitated to resort to a “creative fint” a8
the initiatory impulse,

Wo seo that tho orthodox argument is a strenuous endeavor (o
twist tho very bald text of tho so-called Moseic “ocuments into
accord with the nebular hypothesis. 1t so happens that the vague
grandeur of the record has afforded acopo for somo apparent possi-
bility of dovetailing, though, as we scotho joiners work will not
stand a close inspection, If scionce should find causc to roplaco
the nebular hypothesis with a newer theory, sacardotalism would
shortly succeed in stretching the first chaptor of Genesis to cover
that ground also, and I do not doubt thut many such ¢ changes of
venuo ' will take place, beforc the placidity of the flock will bo
disturbed by any doubt as to the shephord’s clearness of vision,
and power of direction.

In the meantime it may bo well to bear in mind that, although
the nobular hypothesis fulfile nearly all the demands which, as
yot, astronomival scionce sees its way to mako of it, the retrogrado
motion of the satellites of Uranus warn us that wo may not be
staudiug on porfectly sure ground. It would Lo a Judicrous waste
of orthodox endeavor at roconcilintion should it horeafter be found
necessary oven to matenially modify the present theory.

Tho ultimate objoct of tho article from which I bave quoted so
much is, ag agrinst the assumptions of Geologists in favor of
stupondous periods of timoe, to cstablish their improbability. As
tho lowest estimate the Revicicer can find authority (that of Pro-
fessor Tait) for scrowing down to, is ““ten or fiftecen million of
years,” it would scom that “ls jeu e vaut pae ’a chandele” If
tho sacerdotalists conceded ten thousand years only, it would up-
set tho Mosaie literalism as effectively as ton millions.

The Reviewer's avticle, indeed, consists of two linoes of argument
—ono to prove that the Mosaic record covers any number of wons of
timo that may be required by the chronic exigencies of tho sacre-
dotal exegesist ; the othor to prove that, after all, the world did
not take such a very long timo to mature. Endeavoring to gain
half an udvantago from cach position, ono is impressed with tho
idea that sither proposition goes some way towards neutralizing
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the other.  Like the dog who in the fuble grasped av tho shadow,
he misses the substance, and falls between two stools.

At tho foot of tho first page, nccording to tho custom of the
Quarterly und other reviews, is a ikt of six works which furnish
tho materials for roviow. Thoy ore all geological. Othor works
ave incidentally quoted, and indicated by foot-notes, but not the
“Aids to Faith."”

“Aids to Faith,” wus published about 1362, in answer to the
fumous * Essays and Roviews,” and it is nly fair to its contribu-
tors to adwit that orthodoxy hus since produced nothing better.
Tho writors ot tho several essays aro Professor dMansel of Oxford §
*Je, Ritzgerald, Bishop of Cork, Cloyne, und Ross, the Rev. T ¢,
Cook, Prebend of St. Puul’s; Proferior Rawlinson of Oxturd ;
Dr. Drowne, now Bishop of Winchester , Dr. Thompson, now
Archbishop of York ! Drr Eltsiot, now Bishop of Gloueester and
Bristol ; and Dr. McCaul, Professor of Hubrew, Kings Colleg:,
Londen.

"Tho tono and temper of tho work befit tho leavning, the grasity.
and tho social position of the authors—grave, mild, and courteous,
as woll as marked by great ability and critical acumen, it 18 im-
possihle not to recognizo in it tho hands of mon botter than ther
creed, though “ tied and bound withh tho chain ™ of their futucuy
faith in ingpiraticn, and wenle as water to the precoptions of wn
unbeliover in the great snake story.

Tho Quarterly Leviewer must huve found in it still moro at-
tnictive qualitics, for the chief reason of my mentioning it is, thut
nbout cue-third of the whole article, including nearly all the
quotations I huve given, aro extracted from it almost verbatim,
and without acknowledgment. It would thas appear thet a
defonder of the orthodox faith, writing in 1877, could find no
more recent sources of support than published in 1562, a work
which, howover respectablo, is now out of date. It is, indeed,
cminontly satisfactory to gather from such indications, thet while
tho attack advances and strengthons frem year to year, tho de-
fence if not retrograding, remaing stationary.

(Tv be continucd).

MYTHOLOGICAL STORIES FOR THE YOUNG.

BY MRS, ELMINA D, SLENKER.

No. 6.—.tmphitrits.

The blography of Mrs. Noptune is scant and meagro in its de
tail. Being only a woman, cven though a Queen, sho is thought
to bo of littlo account and worthy of httle notice. Sho was born
of good parontage. Her fatber was Nerous, a sea deity, the eld-
est son of Pontus (the sca) and Earth, He way distinguished for
his knowledge and his love of truth and justico, and was called
the Seaclder, nnd his daughters were Noriods. Her mother,
Doris, was also an Oceaniad and the sister as well as the wife of
Nerous. Amphitrito was tho most notel of the fifty daughters
of Nereus and Doris.  Propertius makes them a hundred '~ Just
think of it. Old Neptuno surrounded at each family reunion
with ninety-nine sisters-indaw! What a gathering thero mus
bave been in that palaco under the sea. Only two children wero
horn to Neptuno and Amphitrite—a son called Triton and a
daughter namned Rhods, but tho children, as is usnal with the
godly line, had lots of haif-brothers and sisters through the
amoars of their father Neptuno, who, like his brether Jupiter,
was fond of n pretty face. Triton was tho trumpeter of Noptune,
and terrified the giants in the war with the gods by tho sound of
his instrurient, which was mado ont of = shell called concha. Tt
was also blown at the command of Neptune to sootho tho restless
waves of the sea. Tho upper portion of Triton was liko that of a
man, and the lower part that of a dolphin. The island of Rhodes,
which lics in tho Meditermanean Sea forty-threo miles from the
mnain land, is named for the daughter of Amphitrite. It was on
this island that sho was soen by the sun god, who, captivatad by
her beauty, married ber, and became the fathur of seven sons and



