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which bas been theroughly inwatigmd, posi-
tive testimony t) the truth of the Bibie. You
will bear in mind that, although the Biblois a
volumy of writings inspired of God, yeot ths
copyists by whom thess writings have been
transmitted té us, and the translators who ren=
dered them into our language, were liabla to err

milly with the copyuwsts and travslators of
:?har anciont books. We havai‘&s(.‘forq. no
reason to be surpr or tron if soience
bave shown, as ummly it has, both that
the FHebrew and Greek text from whioh our
En rlish version was made is, in mauy places,
corrupt, and a'so that in that version many
words and sentsnees have been incorrcotly ren-
derad. Oa the contrary, it 18 a strong confirma-
tion ef our faith that not only do not the errars,
althongh numerous, serious’y affsct any point
of faith or duty, but the correction of them
has frequently furnisbed an anawer to some

closed by a solid concave omopi, In which the
stars was fixed, bas been shown by science to be
erronsous, nmi. thorefore, the word “ Rrme-
meat'” used in Gen. 1., which olEmupﬂ that
iden_isclearly wrong. But while the science of
patural philosophy condemps our English Bibls,
the science olp Isngunge olears the original
Bebrew of all responsibility from the error, the
word used in it meaning, nota  firmament,”
but an “expan.e” Again, natural history
bas taught us that whales do not helong
to the class of animals related in Gon. L
to hbave been crested on the filth day.
butto the order of mammals, which were created
o the sixth day, Here appears an incongruity ;
but again the scivnce of langusge helps us, hy
p inting ont that the word rende ed ** whales”
properly s gonifies ‘‘ monsters,” and aplt'y de-
seribes those ssurians which ocoupy so promi-
nent a plava in that geologioul epoch. Two

ravions objection. You will also ber
fhat. nlr.huugih the diligent and humble student
ot the Bible may oonfidectly expeot, in answer
to yor, that the Holy Spirit will tesok him
and guide him into all truth, yet he caunot
so depend upon Divine inspiratiou as to be
able to say that his interpretation of every par-
tioular passage is eertainly correct; and this
linhility to error, which attachea to every
Christian individually, attaches alsoc to the
whole church collectively. We cannot winder,
therefore, that scienco, as it has detected spu-
rious readings and false renderings, so likewise
should have shown some generally received in-
terprotations to be incorrect. At the same time
wa can readily uoderstand how, when these
various errors were first exposed, an outory
arosa that the truth of the Bible was at stake;
and that if science were permitted to tesch such
things, man's belief in the smored volume would
be gradually undermined and destroyed. But
it has not beenso. We now hava no diffisulty
in believieg that the earth is a g'obe mgpmd_ed
in =pacs, and that 1t rotates daily about its axis,
and revolves annually round the sun, 'The
Iauguage of the Bible, which sesrns to represent
it as & vast stationary plain, and to ascribe day
and pight to the motion of the sun, we now
readily interpret with reference to things

as they appe:r to us, not as they are
jn reality. >uch language is not inmo-
eurate, any mors thun it would have

been for one of us, when leaving England
for Australis, to speak of the shores of our
native land rapidly receding from ouryiew. In
the sama manner we are now quite content, I
Fuppose, to give up 1 John v. 7, although some
of our fathers of tlim last generation contended
most earnustly for retaining so disticot an ni_':ﬁr-
ma‘ion of ths dootrine of tho Trinity in Uunity.
1, tharefors, hava no difficulty in admitting. not
only that ssience sometimes his for a whilo
app=ared to contradiot 1he statemonts, but 1hit
in many instances it has also necessitated mo-
difications both of the received text and inter-
pretation of ths Bible. This testimeny is both
negative and positive. Ths nezative has been
vsually overlooked ; but it is very remarkable,
and to my mind in itself guite conclusive. Re-
collert for a moment of what a variety of writ-
ings ths Bible consists, In the Old Testament
wa have & aollectien of distinet baoks of tha
most diversifisd kind—historical, didactic de-
votional, prophetical, in pross and in postry—
written ahP intervals extending over a period of
ahoat 1100 years, by men of tha most various
characters, and in the most different eirrum-
stances, In the New Testamanot also we hive
annther collection ef a very various, although
nnt mo various, description. Vet, if we except
the first eleven chaptars of Geneais, thore 15 no
one portion of the whole volume in which it oan
avan plausibly be alleged that science has found
s flaw. Thers are many things diffioult to be
explained in the Bible. ‘There arediserepanaies,
real or appirent, botweeu tha books ot Kirga
and Chronicles, between thé marratives of the
geveral evangalists, between tha historical re-
ferauces of the martyr Stephen and the apostle
Paul. But all these d fioilties and discrepan-
vies lia upon the surface. They have not beem
brought to light by scientifio research. Any
yronder of ordinary intelligense may perecive
tham. Beienos, so far from adding to, his, by
the exp'anations which it has lugmt.ad. greatly
diminishad both their numborand their foree. 1n
not a fsw instaunces wherse science seemed to
have detaoted am error, science has iteelf con-
firmed the sccuracy of the Bible Bome of
these I shall men'ion presently, What I now
want to impress on your minds is, that neither
tha science of history mor that of langnage—
neither the inveatigation of the archmolgist nor
that of the gesgraphical explorer—neither
natural histery nor natural philoaophy has con-
wicted one of the szered writera of any aotual
mistake. Inthe Bible there is found no such
fabulous animal as the pheenix, referred toin the
Epiatle of Clement to the Corinthians, no such
absurd reasonirg as that of Plato for the im.
mortality of the soul ; no such eontroversy wir.h
any trastworthy histerlan, as Xenophnn's
<t (yropedin® exhibits to the narrative of Ho-
rodotus. It is quite true that the Bible was not
writtan to teaoh us general history, or geology,
or natural history, or natural philosophy; but
if ita writings wers inapired of God, we shonid
at lonst expeat that any statements which inci-
dentally occurred in it, relating to any branch
of science, would be accurately true. And
what | pow sssert is, that science has not
shown any of them to be false; and that.
taking into comsiderstion the charaoter of
tha Bible, this negative fact is alone aon-
olinsive testimony to ita truth; and I might
add, not only to i truth, but its fospira-
tion alss.  But, further, science has, npon eve
queation which bas been thoroughly imvesti-
gated, borne itive testimony to the truth of
the Bible, The time at my disposal doss mot
permit mato adduce preofs of this asssrtion from
ths disesveries of Layard in the rulns of
Nineveh, the lar-e additionnl knowledge we
Liave recently scquired of Egyptinn hirtory,
and the imscriptions upen the rooks of the
Sinaitic desert; but I will netice one or two
tioulars which oan be brisfly teld, as ehow-
Pn‘;in a ramarkable manner how science has
removed difioulties which itaslf has suggested.
You remémber that a king of Babylon is related
to have sent messangers to Jerusn'em to con-
tulate Klog Hesekiah upon his recovery
m his sicks m,dlmi his gcauld:&ul’nlt the
Assyrians. Bt, doring a pe of years
be;g: and afterthe reigm of lfaul:ia.h. Babylen
was upder the goverument of the kings of
Assyrin. Here, then,secmel to boan hist rical
mistake. But the more exact kmowleige re-
eently acquired has shown that mim'g:t the
time when the Bible mentions this kivg Babylon
had revoited from Assyria, and Baindan hnd
established in it as t monarchy,
which, howover, wis overthrown A fow Yyears
afterwards by the Assyrians 1 will take an.
other instanse from the New Testament history.
Bergius Paulue, the ruler of Paphos when Paul
and Barpabas visited the island, is desoribed aa
the deputy, s ¢ the pr 1, of the try
This was the titie of the goveraors of those
oes which were under th» Senate,
and was never given to the rulers of provinges
which were under the direct government of the
Emperor. The rulers of those Iatter were called
tars orlegati. Now Paphos was originally
mpoﬂ-l provines, and #o it was thought that
he title of proconen]l was incorrect. Buk it bas
imes been poirted out thit s Roman histerisn
olates the Em Augustas to bhave ex-
changed this with the Yenate for ancther pro-
vinoe; and hence the tite ls proved to be
eorrect. The following instances are ef another
kind :~The ancient idea that the earih weas on-
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mors proafs of the confirmation of the truth of
the Biole by sciemce I must mention, One,
which 1 have never seen noticed, and which,
therufere, may perhaps not strike othors ax it
strikes me, is afforded by the discovery of
Galileo, to which I bave alreaily alluded—the
rotatory motion of the earth, by which the al
teroativns of day and night, aad the rising and
setting of the sun and moon. are produced.
Torough this retation of the earth the apparent
wotions of the sun and moon are so connocted
with each other that if tha ene were stayed in
ita courss Lhe other would be stopped likewise;
whoreas if the earth were stativnary, and each
of these revolved round it, their motisns would
beindependent of sach other, and thars would be
no raason why, it one were stopped, tha other
should not go on ita course aa before. Now,
we have an acoount in the Bible of the sun
being miraculously stopped, and wWe are ex-
presaly told that :ie moon, in accordance with
the troe theory of the earth’s motion, was
stopped also: ¢ Sun, stand thon still upon
Gibeon; and thou, Moon, in the valley of
Ajalon, And the sun stood still, and the moon
stayed, uotil the people had avenged themsaives
upon their snemies."” The other, and the last
that I shall refer to, s the most remarkahls of
all : ir h as it distinetly demor tes not
only the truth but the inspiration of Genesis L.
It is the correspondence of the geological with
the Bible record of the creation. Bear in mind
that Moses, or who:ver wrote that chapter,
must have been wholly ignorant of geclogy, for
there is not u troce of the existence of this
science among mankind in the early mges of the
world. Baear in mind, also, that he eould have
obtained no information concerning the creation
of the world from sny human source. Upon
this subject neithar he nor any other man counld
have known anything, except by revelat.on from
God. The acorunt, therefore, must have besn
either inspired of f3od, or alse a pure fiotion of
the imagination. Now, that it was not the
latler is irrefragably proved from the confir-
mation of its statements by aoluﬁy. Buppose
anyone thoronghly aequainted with geclogy to
be required to pive a summary history of this
earth, the succession of planta and animals npon
it, and the laws which have regnlated their re-
production, could he do it in the sames space—
with the sams accuracy! 1 will venture to
affirm that he could not. TLet us just ca'l to
mind the several steps in the work of creation
o8 they are relatod iu Genesis, and observe how
geoaraphically they describe a meries of events
each of which is verfied by the discoveries of

logy. The Bible history commences by
telling ua that '‘In the beginnirg God er ated
the heavens nnd the earth ;” and it proceeds to
represent the earth am entirely destitute of all
vagetable and animal life, and immersed in dark-
pess. This description exactly agrees with the
concinsions of geology, the darkness, doubtless,
be ng occasioned by whe thick vapers, through
which the sun's rays could not penetrate. The
oreation of light upen the earth, which we can
conceive to have been produced by the thinning
of those vapors, is afterwards related ; but. in
the mentien made of the Spiiit of God brosding
upoo the face of the waters, there is an intima-
tion of animal life having heen previously pro-
duced in them ; and this is quite cansistent
with the geologioal record. Next comes the
oreation of the expinss, the spnoo ocounied by
the air, when the larger poruien of the sur-
rounding vapor was gathered into clouds, form-
ing the waters above the ex:anse, which were
thus divided from the waters under the ex-
pan-8. The latter atill continued to cover the
earth. But the Bible atory tells ua that the
next atep in the progress of ocreation was the
githering together of those waters, and the con-
esquent appearaccoeof the dry land, 'This would
be the natural upheaval of all the great ehains
of mountains which geology tella ua cecurrad at
that particular epoch, Here, again, the two
rocords agree.  Upon the earth beirg thus pre-
pared, we read that tha dry land was imme-
diately covered with vegeatation ; and this fact,
too, 18 attested by geology. And now we
coms 10 & very remarkable part of the Bible
story, the making-of the twe great lights, or
rather luminaries, for the earth —-the sun and
the moon. At first we are perplexel at this
statement ; for we cannot duubt that the sun
and moon were oroated at the be.ioning with
the earth. But this perplex ty ia r:moved by
the explanation, that then these luminaries first
beoame visibla—szhone clearly ferth upon the
earth And it is very remarkable that the
effsct of sunshine is, at that epyoh, first dis-
tinotly indicated by geology. The manner m
which it is indicated is exceedingly curicus.
During a long series of the plants (I use
the word as including all manner of trees) with
which the earth was thickly covered were all of
& character that reguired for thelr growth heat,
moisture, and shade ; and honoe we may infer
that the earth waa then still overhung with
thick fogs, whioh the rays of the sun were un.
able to penetrate. Bit at the end of that
poriod, as their fossil remains show, there be-
gan to appear foreats of trees, the hardness of
whose wood, and their ssason 1ings. proved that
the earth was then in sunshine. On the fifth
day, ns it is called, our Eible record relates the
creation of all manner of aquatic repti‘es and
bir {8, and this likewisa agrees with the peolo-
gical history, For it was at this epooh that, ns
it tolls us, ail the great saurians absunded upon
the earth, and that birds first began to fly in
the heaven, Fitherto according to both re-
cords, no mammals, i#. no animals of the
highest alnss of being, existed upon the earth;
but now, in this sixth and last ora, the Bivle
desoribas their introdusion, and geology also
bears its testimony te the fact. Nor isour com-
parative review yet complete. There is still
ene point more to he notioed. Whataver dis-
putes exist amoog them about the antiquity of
man, all geologiste are agreed that he was the
last oreated snimal upen tho earth. Thus they
esnfirm the Bible narrative in this also, that,
when pll else was fiviabed, and Gid saw that it
was good, He sald, ** Lot us make man.” Thus
the brief 1 in Geneaisis tirmed inevery
point by the results of geologioal soience. That
record may suggest many questions as to de-
tails which we are unable to answer; but
this {ioabilisy does not in the leass im-
rair the forve of my present srgument. What
1 affirm is, that wuch a perfsot eorrespondence
between science aod i., in so many par-
tioulars, upon & subject en which nothing sould
have besn known except by Divine reveistion,
can ba explained enly by the truth, and there-
fore the Divine inspiration, of this pertion of
the Bible. I cam mjml remind you of the
oontroversy upon subject, and the doubt

and | y oocasioned by it, even up loa
Mmluqn. Even now many hesitste to
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accept the intarprotation which geology seoms
to me te render neceasary, and to which I ree
no reisonable objs:tion, that the dave in the
Bible resord do not msan periods of twenty-
four hours, but long eras of time. I must also
content mysell witn simply montionirg that
geology affurds no sountenance whatever fur
the hypothesis of Darwin and the **Vestiges
of Oreation,” but, on the centrary, confirma
the statement of the Bible that Gud ereated
every plant and every snimal after its kiod.
The following out of this argument bas ecom-
pelled me to drmaw vory largely upon sour
patiencs; bub I trust, my friends, that 1 have
succesded in proving to your satisfaction the
truth of my proposition—thst science, al-
though it sometimes has for & time ap-
peared to econtradict the statoments, and
in many instances has necesaitated modi-
ficatious of the received text aod inter-
prefation, yet has mlways boroe not only
vegative, bubt upon every question which
has been thorouﬁhly mvestigrted, positive
testimony to the truth of the Hible.
The third proposition, which I shall now en-
deavor to establish, is this, Thers is no
reasonable cause for us to doubt that all
rec-nt scientifis discoveries, and the specula-
tions to Which they have led, will likewise issue
in the o nfi. mation of the truth and inspiration
of the kible. The discoveries and specula-
tions to which I particularly allude are those
relating to the antiquity and original condi-
tion of man, which hive lately excited so
much attention. A few weeks ago, my friend
Dr. Bremby delivered a very iuteresiing leo-
turs upon tham in this brilding. The hypu-
thesis by which he would reconocile the
facts of sclence with ths hible story, is mot,
in my upinion, admissibie; and thers weresome
expressions used by him in his lecture which
L greatly regret, as sesming to indivate a
doubt r specting the title of the Bible to our
unqualified belief in matiers of history, and
a8 likely to be misapprehonded by mavy of his
brethren; buat while I feel bound to say
thus mueh, I am uot goizg to run a tilt against
my friond. 1 am quite sure that, althouyh
he may differ from me in some partioulafs,
he has an equal reverance with ma for tLe
Bible as the divinely furpished treasury
of all religious truth, and with respect
to all mitters of Christian faith and
duty, would be equally earnest with my-
seif in contending for its imspiration of God,
From the great variety of particulars compre-
bended in it, this branch of my subjsct is ex-
ceodingly diffioult to compress wichin the
short space that 1 am able to allot to it, and
I must therefors strictly corfize mysslf to
those matters which are esssntial to my argu.
ment. The course which 1 shall adopt will
be, first, to bring together the soveral classes
of facts which science presenta to our con-
sideration for dstermimng the two points that
1 have mentfoued, the antiquity and oniginal
condition of man, and teo notice some of the
inflerances which have been drawn from them,
and afterwards to examine what the Hibe
tells ug about them. We sha'l then be ahle
to compara topether the resmpactive testimony
of thess two witnesses, and observe wheth.r
the concluslons of suience disigree, and if so,
in what particulars, and to what extent, with
the etatements of the Bible. Heveral quite
distinct classps of facts relating to the early
ages of man's existence upon the earth have
recently ciused secientific men to attribute a
very great antiquity to the human racs. Of
thags, the first to Le considered is the evidence
which history anj tradition {.rnish of the ex-
istence at an extremely distant period of
high!y-civilised nations, snd the estabiishment
of powerful empires, such as thoss of Egypt
and China.  Lattle dou'st appears to be eater-
tained hy persous capable of formiog a cor-
rec’ opinion, that the Egyptian kingdom dates
from ot lesst 2700 B 0, and that the authentic
records of the Chinese empire extend back up-
warda of 2000, and prohadly 2300 or 2400 years
befora the Christian ern Next, there is
another clasa of facts, described at some
length, and with much graphio power, by Dr.
Bromby, in his recens lecture, which are
thought te indieate that man was an inhabitaut
of the earth very long before that time. For
my presant purpose it is necessary that [ should
bricfly re-stae them. In England and France,
in certain strata, and amoog the homes of
cartain extines animals, of & kind that
geologists had previous'y regarded as long nn-
terior to the existence of the human race, have
recently been discevared flint and other stone
implements, known now by the name of celts,
together with to s of bone, and broken pleses
of a wery rude species of orockery, which
cleariy show that & race of men in a very low
state of civilisation was coveval in that part of
the world with those estinct races of animals ;
also in the exteumive peat bogs which nre
fourd in various parts of Denmark have been
dissoversd impiements of stone, bronze and
iron, lyiny in the suscessivs strata of the
bozs—the atons baing in tha lowaat, the
bronze in the pext. and the irom in the m st
regent strata; and, whbat is especially notice-
able, in the lowest strata with the strne im-
plements are found the prostrate trunks of
Scotch firs; in the nesxt higher, with the im-
plementa of bronsa, the trunks of caks; and dn
the most recent, with the implements of irom,
the trunks of beeches. Heonce il is ioferred
that thore was in the country a suceession of
forasts of fir, cak, and heech, with which
the suscessive racea of men who used these
varicus materinls were rewpestively ocontem-
porary. But neither the fir nor the oak
has been for the last 2000 years known to
grow, or ean now be mads to grow, in Denmark,
and therefora it ia argued tha: many ages must
have elapsed since the existence of 1h 'se ancient
forests, and counaiumtly sinoe those ancient
races of men dwelt in or near them., Denmark
likawize furnishes oth2r remarkable relics of its
primeval inhahitants. The shoras of |ita isxlands
“ara dotted " with numerous mounds somposesd
of guawed bones and shells of fish, such as are
not now to be found in that neighborhaod, in-
terspersed with stone implements. From the
cireumstance that in theae old * kirchen heapa,”
as thay have been appropristely calied, no re-
maioe ol any extinet anima's, with the excep:
tion of the urus, or wild bull, which was alive in
the days of Julius Cmsar, are found, and a'so
that the fllot knives and hatohets are of & more
fnishad description, it has been infirred that
thess mounds belong to a latar iod than the
rolics in England and Frinee nr‘:hioh I epoke
jnst mow. This is tharefire called the aecond
stone period. Ia Switzerland, again, there exist
very ourious remains, which are of quite s dif-
forcnt oharacter, but which toll a similar story
of its mncient inhabitants. A large number of
the lakes in that couuntry contain the minl,iwy
may he so termed, of villages whi:h were It
on platforms rased upon piles. in water from
bft. to 15:t. in depth. o sites of these vil-

‘8 -%4, the mul under the platforms on
:ﬂi::h were huilt—afford abundant evi-
denoce of the condition and habits of the people
who dwelt in them. Insomes—principa ly thoss
of the Bustern lakes—no implements, except of
stone, horn, and bone, have been found ; but
yet, in these are indications of an advince in
vivilisation beyomd the le of the stone age
in Denmark., In othera, which are confined to
the Western and Uentral lakes, bronss weapous
and utensi's have been drodged up, some of
them bearing o olose resemblance to those
which have been 3:cml'ni. in Denmark, ‘Toh;l!n—
habitants of a'l these willages aprear ve
domesticated the ox, the sheep, the goat, and

tho dog. and to have enitivated wheat and bar.
ley. But in thoss of the stome nge, hunted
bensts secm to have been eaten mors commonly
than the domestio animals, and the reverse in
these of tha bronze age. Thwre ia yet another
oluss of facts which nre adduoced in this argn-
ment, vz, these which e¢thnology and the
solence of languige have made us moquainted
with, It sppears to be now goverally neknow-
ladgzed that, while all the manifuld races of
mankivd blend iuto one another, thev may be
classified wnder thres types: the Cauoasian,
whieh ineludes the principal Enrepean and many
Asiatic natioms; the Mongolian, of which tha
Chinese miy be taken as representatives; and
the n . Thera seems also to be no reason to
doubt that thesa thres great divisions of the
human family were characterised 3000 or 4000
years ago by the same broad distinctions as at
present. ‘This, as respects the mezro, is actu-
slly proved by ancient Egyptian pictures, in
which he is o'early portrayed, and it may, I
think, be not unreas-nably assumed of the Mon-
golisna also. In eorreapondemce with this
threefold division of mankind, there is likewiss
rmd th = ia a very ourions coin.ileuce) a three-
old division of the warioua langueges of the
human family. H:ience has now greuped these
also in throe classes ; one of which, the Ayran
— or, 88 it is sometimes catled, the Iranian or
Indo European — eonstifutes, in its many
modified forms, the language of the Caucasian
race, and includes the Hanscrit, the Greek,
and the German. Another, the Turanian, is
the language of the Chine:e, and (strange to
say) that, aithough with some peculiarities. of
the Ameriean Inians; and the third is the
language of the megro raca  Each of these
famihes of languagss may be regarded as havirg
existed as long as the race of men which uses
it. In this bris! summary of pringipal facts
which modern science has brought to light,
relative to the antiquity and original oundition
of man, I have mersly put together results
which I have taken, and whizh you might any
of you have taken, from the common popular
works, upen the su' j ¢t. I have not examiued,
and in many cases | should not be mble to
judge of the evidenos—historical, archaologi-
eal, yeologisal, sthnologieal and prammatical—
from which these resuits ha.e bsen deduced,
but I acoept them as I loo;lpt the phenomena
of naturarhlstcry dezeribed by Darwin, upon
the authsrity of the various scientific men who
have made these several branches their peculiar
study, and whose characters justiy entitle their
statementa to oredit. Toey certainly present
tu us a problem,he solution of which, while it
is & matter of po small interest, ja one of very
groat diffien'ty. I do not pretend to be ab'e £
solvait; but { trust to ba able to satisfy you
that, if it ever be solved, it will be in & manner
eonsistent with the truth of the Bib'e. But,
before proceeding to compare thess facts with
the statemoents of the Bible, it ia necessary to
notice some of the inferences which kave been
drawn from them, and which, although all con-
jectural, and some, in my opinion, certainly
erroneous, are usually assumed to be as cor-
tain as the faots themseives. This is one.
From the cirenmatance thit Dsmmark, and
parhaps Bwitgerland (although this is by no
means eertain), was ocoupied suosessively by
races which used stone, bronze, aand irom for
their toola and weapons, it has been inforred
that in the history of mankind a stone has
everywhere preceded a bronzoe, and a bron'e
precoded an iron sge. But this is a quite un-
authorised generalisation, and, 8o far as I know,
entirely unsupported by ficts. I am not aware
of any traces of a stone age in Egypt, or in
any of the asclent Eastern empires. No celts
or kitchen heaps have been found in those
countries, which appear to have been the
earliest abodes of man. Mo argument has
been adduced againat the hypothesis that, at
ths very time when th» inhabitants of Den-
mark were forming their kitohen heaps, and
those of Bwitsorland dwelling in their lake
villages, the FEgyptians and Assyrians had
already attained s high state of refinement and
ekill in the arts. As has been remarked.
the stone ege has continued hers in Aus-
tralin even to our own day, and lake
villages are menti nod Herodotus to have
exisled in his time. 'Ll'he fact, therefere, of
a peopls using only implements of stone or
brongs does not prove them to have been more
ancient than others which had learnt the art of
smeltivg and manufacturing iron. Again, it
haa been inferred that tho e anclent people,
who at the first only used stone imulement.,
graduslly advanced in their knowiedge of the
arts—first finishing mere highly their tools of
atona, then discovering the art of manufaatur-
ing brouxs, which as bronea ia a compound of
two indefsndent metals, wou'd require no small
degres of knuwledge and skill, and afterwards
become artificers in iron. Bat I hive found no
evidence whatever of any such gradual progress.
The lake villages of Switzerlaud were certainly
destroyed by a hostile race ; and the earlier
races in Denmark may bave been in like mauner
exterminated by others more warlike, and more
slalled in thearta than themselves, Ofa similar
charaotar 8 o third inference, which in my
opinion is utterly groundless--vis, that all
the most highly civilised nationa of the world
emerged from the same original state of bar.
barizm, and gradually advanced to their present
condition of givilisation. OF this, the facts that
I have stated afford no proof whatever. Ho far
as we learn from soence, there never was a
peniod b which the Egyptian and the Chinese
wars ignorant of the arts ; nor would such ig-
noranee, if it existed, necessarily imply n state
of barbarism, It wou'd not imply any moral er
intellectual deficiency. We might as well speak
of our great Alfred as & barbarian becanse he
was ignorant of the use of the compass, and the
art of printing, aod the manufacture of gun.
E)uwdsr; or desoribe Bacon and Newton aa
iving in & barbarous age beoause men wers
then uneequainted with the use of gas, the
power of steam, and tho electric telrg aph, as
infer that & race of men were barbarians be-
eauss they could not manufactura iron or brouzse.
to'ence really gives us mo dafa for determining
with eertainty whit was the moral and intel-
lsctual condition of man, or what knowledge of
the arts he poisesse!, when he first appeared
uponthe earth. It dees not enable us positively
to degids whether the savage races who have
heretofore existed, or whhn' now “thlt' bave
have gradually runk ioto their present low com-
dition, or wha{hnr the civilised pations of the
world have gradually risen out of a state of bar-
barism. For myse!f, hawever, 1 should have no
doubt, even if [ had only the light of science to
guide mo, that the former alternntive contained
the true explanation of the phenomena. Tha
indioations of anciant oivilisation ia America
and other gnrts of the werld, the traces which
many existing savage tribos exhibit of having
formerly held a higher rank in the human
family, the 1nstances which bistory has recorded
of the degeneration of nations—all appear to
show that the natural tendency of man is to fall
rather than to rise. I have dwelt at some
longth upon ‘this question, because the view
which we.take of the condition of primeval maa
has a direet bu.rini upon his antiquity. If we
~gsume that man originally was in the condition
of the aboriginal Daze, or, to make the nature
of the assumption more clear, the aboriginal
Australisn, we mny certainly cenclude that
it must have taken many thousands of years
for him to raive himself to the condition of ths
ancient Egyptisn. I do not believe that
be ever could have so raised himsell. On
tho other hand, if we believe that man in his
primeval condition was & belsg of high in-
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tellectual power, then there is no dJifffenlty
in conepiving that within comparatively a
faw yeir:—ao soom as the race had begun ts
multip'y upon theearth—citios nnd empiras,
like thore of Egvpt anl China, were build
ani established. The iufersncas which hava
been deducsd from goological calenlations re-
spocting tho age of the relies in the caves at
Brizham in Eng and and Ahbeville and Amiens
in France, and those mm the wounds and pet
bogs of Demark, aud the lako villages of
Switzerland carry with them more authority.
Baut the ca'enlations from which they are d-awn
ars based upon hypothetizal data ota very un-
certaln nature, so that even they canuot claim
to be regarded as oertain conclurions which we
are bound to nesept as science. Atthe best thay
are only probabla conjectures, One other cir-
cumstance I wish you partioularly to ohserva,
viz., that science, although it traces up tho
characteristin diﬁalrelmas whaich pnow exirt ho-
tween the virions races of man, and the lan-
gurgas sposen by them, t) an unkuown anti-
quity, does not euablo us to Jiscover the origin
of these differences. In respect to language,
Max Mnller appears to hava traced out with
wonderful skill the affinities which oxist batwaen
thew, and the modifications which some of
thom hava exper'enced in the lapse of years;
but, 8o far as [ can leara from sccon 'ary infor-
mation (for Ihave not been able to find tice to
road his works), he has not establixhed the pos.
sibility, still less has he proved thefict, of
having grown out natarally from a crmmo-
parent sto k. Bcience, therefore, does notdi
allow the belief that the diversities both of race
end language which now exist all originated at
one and the same period, and not ascording to
the order of vature but by a supernatural
mey. Here let us panve, and befure wo turn

to the Bible let us review the classes of facts
that we have to deal with. First, thero is tho
acknowledged existence eof the Egyptian and
t hinese, and the probable existence of gthar
empires at a period ef wpot less than, sav,
2700 vears B. ¢. Hecondly, there are the visitls
remaing of & race of men who lived befors
many speciea of anima's had beacome exiinct,
and when ths surface and elimate of the sarth,
atleast in the northern parts «f Europe, wers
very different from what they now are; also
the remains of one or more uncivilised races
which iohabited Denmark and Switzerland in
rehistorio times. ‘Thirdly, there are the dif-
srences of races and languages which ean ha
traced up as far as wo have sny knowledge uf
the human family. Theaoare T thiok, the only
facts which scionce has as yet established. The
length of time wsince these several races in-
habited the ecuntries where their remning have
basn found, the eondition of primeval man,
and the origin of exiating raccs and ianguages,
are all matters only of moie or less prohable
conjecture  And now what doea the [Hiblets!l
us} It tells us first ofall, that God =aid, * Let
un make Adam” (8o itis in the original Hebrew
without the ariicle) * in our image, after our
likenesa ;" and in the following verse, ** 8o God
created the Adam" {here the artic'e is pre-
fixed) ‘‘in bis own imags, in the lmoage of Ginl
oreated Ha him, male and female createl He
them.” In the nextchaptor of Gene-is we havo a
more patticu'araccount of rann's creation. **Tha
Lard God formed tha Adam of the dust of the
ground, aod breathed inte his mostrils tho
breath of life ; and the Adim becime a living
soul.” T may here notice, in passing, that tha
Hebrew word for ground is Adamah, which, ns
ou will gbserve, is closely allied with Adam.
The Adam was formed ont of the adamah. The
narrative proceeds to tall of God placing the
Adam in the garden of Eden, of the provision
made forhim, and the commandment imposed
upon him ; and then it relates how God biought
all the various animals to him that ho should
name them, and how he gawve them ali their *
distinetive names. But it tells there was not
found for Adam (not the Adam) an halp most
for him, and therefore God took ene of the 1ibs
of the Adam, andcof it He formed woman.
From this accounu it is evid-nt that Adam,
or the Adam, was, according to tha Bib's, uo
savage, but a beiug of great intelligence, na
well as of a perfect moral purity. Afterwnrds,
as ia related, bi‘r his traregression of the Divino
commandment he lost his moral purity, and so
sin entersd into the world and prodused itas
baneful censequences on all his descendants.
Cain, who, as we ivfar frum the Ditle narrn-
tivo, was his fir-th .rn sun, became a fratricide,
the murderer of his brother Abel, Thence-
forward tho ocorruption of mornls rapidly in-
croased, until the wickedness of the Adam ba-
sams 80 great upon the earth that God, we are
told, detroyed the whols race, with the excop.
tion of Noah and hia famiy, by a great flood
of waters. Thia catastrophe, which in rofer-
ence to ourJreueul. subjoot is the second groak
event ralated in the Bible, took place, aioord-
ing to the chronology of thu Hebrew tcxt,
which 18 retained in our authorised version, in
the 1668th year after the creation. Woare able
to fix ihis date from the genealogical reenrd
in the fifth chapter of Genesis, and a similar
genealogical 1ecord in the eleventh rhapter
enables us to caleulate the period from tho
flood to tha birth of Abraham  Accor ing to
our Eoglish Biole, this was 852 ye rs. and from
othar data which the Biblo sipplies ths period
from the patriarch's birth to the vommence-
ment of the Christian ¢ra has been caloulated
at 1993 years, Thus, by thig reckening, it
appears thatless than 6000 years have elapsod
aipr‘mn tho ereation, and less than 4100 sincs the
deluge, Both these numbers make the origin
of man to bo of & much more recent date thun
the faots which [ just now stated, intie opi-
nion of seme scientific men, indicite.  Henen,
as formerly in respect to tho six days' ereation
of the wurld, different attempts have beon
made to bring the Bible wnarrative into agreo-
ment with the received thoory of asciemeo,
For effecting such an agreement two s wrges-
tions have been offered. One js, that in
the accouut of the creation the word Ailam,
which appeara to have been often used by tho
Hebrewa of man In general, and is frognsntly
renderad by man iu vur English Bible, denotos,
not an individual called by that name, but the
buman race ; and that many years have alapsod,
and tbat many countrien of the world may have
been peop'ed, belore Cain and Abel were born
inte it. This is the hypothesis of my friend L.
Bromby. 'The other, which has beea propos -1
by M Caustand, in & work called * Adam and
the Adamite,” and by an anonymous writer inn
book entitled * Geneas of the Earth and Man,"
is of quite an opposite character. It aup}r:qoi
Adam and his desoendants to have formed ony
one of the race: of maskind—the Cancasian;
and that the two other racss—the Mongoiian
aud the negro—existed long previously, but
that of them Lhe Bible tells us nothing. B it ba.
sides others, which I need not now stp to men-
tion, there is ome objection 10 both these hypo-
thesos wh'ch sppears to me quite conclusive,
viz., that they are inoousistent with the doctrine
of the New Testament Feriptures. For, first,
in his epistles to the Romana and Corinthans,
8t. Paul makes the permonal individuaiity of
Adnm, which he assumes as an acknowledged
{act, to be the foundation of his argument, con-
serning our redemption by and resurrection

with Cheist. If you look st Romans v, and 1
Corinthisns xv., you will see that not only the
t £ tle's stat t, but the

oorT of the yu N

truth of his dootrine, would ba invalidated by
supposing that the first Adam h{l whom sin en-
tered into the world, and death by sin, was not
one msn fo the same wense s waa the second

Adam, our Lord Jesus Christ who redeemed us
from sin and death, and obtained for us the gilt
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