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they can be satisfactorily interpreted and deternuined, wilI afford
a key for unlocking the di$lculties eonnccted with other physical
phienornenla to whieh allusions are made in the Bible. The narra-
tive of the creation is besides so complete in itself, so definite and
precise, that it invites a special and individualizcd treatinent. It
lias thdadvantage of bcing- brief and yct profoundly comprehiensive.
Its sentences are thenies whichi involve at once the highest objeets
of faith. and science. It canuiot but be reg ,arded as an incidentai
evidence of inspiration that a subjeet o? sucli vastncss and subli-
mity should have been so fifly delineated ini a few -bold. and
graphie Sketches.

It augurs well for the science of the present day that in its rapid
ndvances towards the conquest of nature, it is not content to
detacli itself froin the revealed writingys. There sems to be an
underlying conviction in thd niinds o? almost ail scientifie inen
blhat sornehow the Book o? Nature, whose eharacters it is their
business to decipher, is the counterpnrt o? that manifestation of
the Creator whichi is contained in the Bible. The very general
conclusion is therefore, that there can he no contradiction between
the righty understood fâets of the one and the statements of the
other. This conviction lias led mon of science to -ive an un-
usual attention to biblical interprctation. W e eau remeniber
sca.rcely a naine of any note in the several departments of science,
-whichl is not also asisociated with. speculations concerning the rela-
tiLons o? science to the records of revelation. When further we,
look at the religio-scientifie labours of mien -whose training bas
been purely or chiefly scientifie wc n.otice two, tendencies in theii-
views o? the Divine Record. One is that, whichi would niake
it inean less thani bas been, generally sixpposed by the christian
world, and another 'whiehi would make it mean more.. That
this is the fact any one acqinited with the literature
of science during the past tiventy five years wiil at once-
admiit. We knuw of no0 one cininent in science, (excepting it may
be Mr. Gosse, and lie is a zoologist) who bas retained the old
faith concerning the Cosiogo ny of Genesis. These opposite, and
eontradietory tendencies among the interpreters o? nature in the
application o? their own discoveries to, the elucidation of Seripture,
have greatly confused and perplexed many devout and unseientifie.
Chiristians. Holding, as xnost good men do, the facts of science i.i
great respect, they know not whiat to inake of the very confident
statements of the sp.ien.tifia reguiding. that Record on whicli they
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