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Foctip,

Love and the Croas,

Lovi and a cross torether blest

fring to the (‘hrusmuy proce and rest :
l'oo sweel wera love, it felt alone ;
Too sad the eross, with love unknown.
.

And #o the two tagether come,

sent by our God to lead us home,

And guide within the nariow way

Our tootsteps, ever prone to stray,

For ®ve when it is cent alone,
\nd pain and sorrow all unknown,

2 &
With soft enchantments fills the heart,
And steals trom heaven s vightfal part,

Without a ¢ross love is hint Mind.
And tond illusions cloud the mind,
Uutil by sorrow’s light we view
Roalities of false and true,

But when a ervoss is felr alone,

And atl the jovs of love unknown,
I'he heart (lltlbll'h.‘("l, without ¢ lief,
Mayv sink beak athi-its Toad of geiel

For eares and Iilll‘tlafllﬂ tlmllol_\‘ press |
sorrow has added hlllt'lln‘:s;

Al hope and cowr age seom 10 ﬂ)‘ 2
While-dark despair is dvaw g nigh.

But love, with gentle smile, comes near:
Despani and darkness disappear ;

Wihile strength and energy she brings

lo do or suller wondrous lhmgs.

Then give me, Lord—1 ask no mor
”u'hl'lhla'vlllga fro u thy wondrous store
love ud the cross : ol these |mam'nt‘(l,
Law and shall "y eve r blossed,

From ** Hymus from the Land of Luther,
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Sqentific,

(From the Ilu/;h'.\l .llm/u;uu-, .lluy, 18{13)

The antiquity of Man,*

¥ times gone by, it may be hoped for ever,
e discoveries of reience have had to foree
lelr way to general arcoptance uguinﬂt objees
wus drawa not 80 much from the records of
e Bible, as from interpretations that have
o the end been abandoned . as erroneous,
Whew astronomy deposed the earth froms its

dguity asethe physieal centre of the universe, |

Wl proved that it was but ondof several
wdies that revolved round the sun, it wils not
“m the word of God itsell that any conces
04 was required, but only from the opinions
thich men had iguorantly deduced from the
tre letter of Meripture, When, more re-
#ally, geology estublished the untiquity of
r plobe, which was previovsly supposed to
aly about six or eight thousand ﬁcau old,
¥ then discovered that the Bible really
“d nothing to prevent the geologist from
wing bis ogrn time to produce all the phe-
Wwewa,  Riill, however, it was thought, that
g 45 it may have tuken to prepare this
raaet for the abode of man (hitherto God's
“sterpicee), yet that bis oceupancy of it is
"mparatively recent, and “that the Mosaie
Sronclogy must remain undisturbed.  Many
Wuslderutions. favoured this conclusion. Man,
Whe exists i
Wd history ; “und o far s that hiulury cun
® traced, no reus n exists for assigning to
l.m“zighrr antiguity thun that which he
Wedy enjoyy in the popular heliet, Ol
warse the Il hen. we uscend the wore dim
¥ econtused iy our information, We puss
“0 history into tradition, and then we find
Wuditjo, Inrgcly blended with fuble., But
Wl ll vesearch in this divection has hitherto
“ded o prove a conmon origin for mankind,
'-'j"‘-tlmumliug diversities ot race ; some.
e in the centre of Asia, and at about the
Kied which the suered records determine,
s fuot is of 80 much foree, that it t
"% uises u steang objeetion to the tendene
"',l&t Charles Lyell’s book, which geologists
vl ‘_’“‘ i Necessary in some way to remove,
W U seems uiierly ineredible that man

&:r% f‘"“‘ﬂ tead Bvidences ¢ f the Antiguity of Man,
'h) SIF Claniis Lysis,

Oharkes ) ity of Man ; an Examinationsef Sir

iy Lyeld's” Recent Work, By 8. I, Pattinon,

,{m British Quarterty Review. April, 1808, A,

§t preseant, hus a distinet Orlgiu’

y &mu& exceedingly swall, while other parts

- . —— ——————
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shonld have existed so long upou the carth,
and yet nothing in the shape of tradition
(leaving history out ot the question) should
bave drifted down to us caloulated to awaken
the least suspicion of such a truth, Surel
it might have been expeoted that geology
wou'xf not be the only witness, Tradition, or

| fable—=which is only tradition d sguised—

language, progress, onght to be as rich a field
ol luvestigation, and yield as much of the
same tenour as the deposits and stratifications
of the earth, That these are all adverse to
the autiquity of at least the present’ race of
men, throws considerable diseredit upon the
geological discoverics so lon s as geology is the
only witnesss, :

ut Whatever discoveries seience may make
upon this subject, thera is not the slightest
oceasion for jealousy or fear on the part of
any believer iu the sacred volume, - Our faith
in the word of God, and i the religion which
it embodies, must rest upon a very feeble
{foundation if it d:eads the progress ol know-
ledge, and deprecates any lawtul investiga-
tions, conducted in w proper spirit und with an
honest view to-ascerwin the trath, Now the
volume which gives oveasion for this paper is
distinguisied for its eandour and moderation.
{ There is 0o attempt to press the argument to
& hasty conclusion, Sir Charles Lyell, for
the most part, leaves his ‘acts to infer their
own conseyjuences, and is by no means anxi
ous to influcnce the judgment of his readers.
Wo are not aware that any geologist who has
taken part in these explorations has manifest-
ed u spirit hostilo to revelation, The succoss.
ful cultivitors of a science which has from
time to time been suspected and feared by
religious persons, when they adopt this tone
of tiue philosophy go tar to secure for them-
nelves tLut calm und unprejudiced hearing
which they ought to desire,” When science
proolaims a new-found trath in the language
of vaunting deflance, it is not in human na-
ture to reluse the iusuhing challenge ; more
especially as it hus hikerio turned out that
the discovery which has to contute the Bible
hos been atter ull found in pertoot hurmony
with it ; which is sure to he the case to the
world's end, It philosophers will.suy more
than the truth, in order to make it offensive,
itis no wonder that divines challenge (he
trath itsell beoause of its false applications,
The result is that both parties have been in
fuult ; the oune in mgking the Bible obstruc.
|tive to soience, the other in making scienoce

“antagonistio to révelarion; whereas, il both
 be true, they must at last be found in agree-
ment,

’ Aud 5o we ure persuaded it will be with
regard to the subject betore us ; namely the
Lantiquity of man, We mdy rest assured that
E man did not exist filty or & handred thou.
sand years ago, geology will never be able to
prove such to huve boen the fuct, Why, then,
| 8'1ould the investigation of remains, that are
at least curious and interesting, awaken woy
anxioty t  But if beings like man in bodily
strueture, and gitted with some degree of in-
| telligenee, can really be shown to have existed
 belore Adam, the proof will not be weukened
by denouncing seience, nor will it be possible
10 stay the progress of inquiry and examing.
tion,  The yﬁble 18 rather injured than vindi.
‘cated when its uthority is cmployed in this
' diregtion, -

Who kuoows how many species of bipeds
vesembling ourselves may have vegotated upon
 the ‘carth in the innumerable ages of the past 7
and bow is it possible for the discovery ol
| their remaing to affect our religious fuith 7
Bones like those of men, and skulls that way
have belonged to a better cluss of apes or
govillus, with whom the mammoth and the
cavesbear lived, us it would seem, in tho same
dens, and in the utm: st cordiality, are no sure
 proofs of the antiquity of man, “Hitherto the
so-called human remaius thut have been found
indicate u lower type than the lowest of all
known specimons of bumanitg, The ferehead
'is ¢ villuinously low,” and the cerebral deyel-

!

Lour readers,

An equality of power is the hest foundation
tor mutual amity,  Perhaps the error of Sir
Charles Lyell and his worthy fellow-labourers
lies in this, that knowing the anatomical dis.

y | tinctions between a man and a chimpanzee,

they do not allow for the possible existence,
at some timo or other, of a middle link be-
tween the two which is neither an ape nor a
man ; and yot all the remains point to such a
conclusion, .

Lf, therefore, the resemMance to man in
bodily structure were oven closer than it 9,
there would really be nothing to disturb or
embarrass any believer in the old chronology,
A biped is wot & wen, without a reasonable
soul,  Consequently, it we find, together with
the remains of the ereature, some of his
works elearly exhibiting design, it will be
admitted that in the case betore us the evi.
dence is complete, Here, then, lies the st
oftha whole question. [t is alleged (hat

found, in considerable nutmbers, which how-
ever rude, are yet as evidently the work of
man a8 it they were of tho finest und wosi
eluborate consiruction. It is true that none
but practised eyes oan seo that these knives
and arrow-heads are anything wore than eoims
mon pieces of stone, done into their shape by
the numerous forces 1o whish they have been
rubjected in the eourse of many @8 ; and,
loF the present, the uninitiated must be con.
tent with the tertimony of those high-pricsts
who are alone acquainted with the mysteries
of science, It would be dungerous to cur re-
putation for knowledge and sagacity to call in
(ques ion evideaces of design which are so im-
pulpable thyt hardly one man in a million
can discern them. But stiil, if it were not
rebellion ugainst authority and experience, we
should venture to s \ggest that the proofs, in
such  case, ought to be pluin enough to be
appreciuted by all intelligent porsons when
ouce uttention is culled to them, -What we
should vot have diseerned tor ourselves, soien-
tifio men ought ut any rate to make visible to
us, and not roquire us to believe on their
word in marks of design, when the onl

agency employed was breakage, and the result
u pointed or sharp-edged piece of stone which
& lew imaginative cultivators of seience
ussume to have been arrow-heads and kuives.

Such, however, ure the remains which have
already created a period of indefinite length
in the early history of mankind, called the
uge ol stone, which reaches back to a dute far
buyond the oldest that, can be assigned, or any
compatation, to the beginuing of the Mosaio
ohronology, Not that we pretend to deny
thut these lumps of stone may have been
broken by wmen, and for a definite purposc,
Ludeed, it would be rash 10 do so ind the pre-
sent stato ol the investigation, Facts ma
be expected to uccumulate rapidly it there be
wiy truth in the theery, Without, therefore,
pre: uming to prove or even uffirm a negutive,
wo only remark that these remains constituie
Wb present a vevy insuflicient ground for a
positive conelusion. Iven if we ullow them
to be tools of human design wnd fibricatign,
we oall in question their cluims to extreme
antiquity,

The Danish peat-bogs play a very conspicu.
ous wnd important part in t'is argument, Lt
seogs o be quietly tuken for granted that
thy origin of this * peaty record” is of im.
wense wntiquity, that it has inereased with
amuzing slowness, and wever at any greater
rate thun it does at present, And yut Sir
Okurles Lyell himsell, in hig Principles ol
Geology,” declares that u con-iderable portion
of the peat in the peat:bogs of Kuiope is evi-
‘dently not more ancient than the age of Julius
Uwsur.  He also says that Hatfield Moss ap-
seurs clearly to have heen a forest eightecn
Lundrud years ago, We quote another fact,
Mr. Puttison’s excellent tract upon the pre-
sent subject, which we cordially commend to
“ In the * Philosophical Trans-
actions," No. 880, the Marl of Cromartie
records, that in the west of Rossshive a con-

ray an extraordinary amount of physieal
streugth, Thix may account, perhaps, for
the cordial familinrity between the owners of |
these remains and the formidable animals with
Wwhich they are found in intimate association,
Unlike our degencrate ruce, they had no cause
(40 be afruid of lions, and tigers, and beurs ;
|and therefore the evidenve of their existenve
,Gouies down to us in company with theirs,

sierublo extent of Jund was, between the
eurs 1651 and 1699, chunged from a forest
nto o peat-noss, from which tarf was cut,”
On what ground, then, ean the Danish peat
luy cluim to 80 high an sntiquity s this ar-
guwent assumes 7 Bolely because it conteins
three stuges of vegetation, lmweﬁ is tound
the Beotch fir, which has nlt, we are told,
grown in Denmark within historie times ;

certain imploments and weapons havo been |

qer.,
NTELLIGENCE.,
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‘also have disappeared from 8o country ;
'while uppermost are the trees which sill

Mourish.  Three ages are thus constructed, to
‘correspond  with the threa ages of stone, of

| bronze, and of iron 3 and because an imple-
' ment of stone (wo will admit the implement)
' hus been tound I ving embedded under g Scotch
fiv, it is coneluded that the wen of stone were
| contemporancous with the r. No we will
(N0t stop to quostion the truth of the state.
‘ment the Scotch fir has not grown in Den-
wark within historio times; tut is there not
|#puce enough beyond historie times for all
(these changes which hLave unquestionably
taken place?  And is not the fact that four
sucoessive growths ol forest-trees have fallen
!in and been absorbed, a proot that there have
been at least frur poriods when the peat has
augmented with more than usual eipidiny ?
Sir Charles Lyell has quite tuken from us
all hope of ever answering that obscure and
oft-repeated question, Who was the first man
that ate un oyster? But he has clearly

others less delioate, was consammed 1 enor-
mous quantities by the men of stone. The
lact is suffi:iently attested by the vast we unds
of shells that are found on ‘the island coasts
ot Deuwmark, called kitchen refuse-hea
Such heaps are also tound in North Awmerica,
no doubt thrown up by the same sort of peo-
ple. The kitchen-middens ave brought in to
prove that these veracious devourers of Oys-
tors must have lived ata time when the
waters of the sea had freer acoess to the Bal
tie -than st present, because (he oyster will
not flourish now iy places where it was then
s0 abundunt.  We believe, however, that no
one can tell us how long ago it muy be when
some of the lowlands of Denmark “were still
submerged, and conscquently afforded other
channels through which the salt of the North-
ern Ocean might flow in and season the Bal-
tie to the tuste of the fish in (question.  Hus
Bir Charles Lyell tells us that Juiland wus ab
no remote period wn archipelago ; and * even
in the course of the present e ntury the sals
walers have made one irruption into the Bal
tie by the Lym Fiord, although they have
been now again excladed. It is also uficued
that other chaunels were open in hisworical
times which ure now si'ted up.”  The physi-
oul changes here indicated are quite sufficient
to bring the oyster-beds of the Buliie, it nos
their lapidéan consumers, within a period ol
very reasonable dimensions,

On the whole, we think that the Danish
antiquaries have made sadly oo little of their
“ Kitchen-middens.””  We are iiclined to fan.
oy that if a modern dust-beap, just as it is now
deposited, should be brought to light 10,000
years hence, by men who will probably by

Yy [ that date have attained at length to the age

ot gold, they will gather more from it respoot-
ing ourselves, even in the vingle ariicle ot
oyster-shells, than we have yet lesined from
the same objects about the wen of stone.
Qur wen of gold will probubly diseover in™
what manner we open our oysters and make
them ready for consumption ; o poiat on
which the {)uaial‘ explorers have noglected to
enlighten us us to 2heir consumers.  With all
possible respect for the stone-knives, we yos
do not see how, with sa oyster in one hand
and one ol these implements in the other, »
win had any reasonable prospect of catisfy-
ing & good uppetite, Qur oyster-ghells will,
in all likelihood, show that tiey have been
opencd by @ shiurp instrament, a specimen of
which may, though ravely, be tou y destilute
0! s handle,  Qur mussels and cock les will,
perhaps, bear traces of having felt the fire, or
some lew of ouroystersof having been hetween
the bars, These little partioulurs, though we
may now swile at the mention of them, will
no doubt become respectable in tho lapse of
time, and will be discussed with all due gra-
vity by the men of gold,
The dwellers upon the Swiss lakes undoubts
edly constitute a very purious and intygesting
sub{'uct. They evcoted their habitations
little from the shove, upon @ platform sape
turted by piles, aud conneoted with the lund
y & Causeway; that could be readily dostroy.
ed _in case of hostile sttack, It is needless
to say that the position was chosen with o yiew
to securigy. The remaive of eharred weod
and burit piles attest that their dwellings
were sometimes destroyed by fire, whether
from accidental causes or the projectiles of an

uext come two varieties of the oak, which

encmy. Mention is made by Herodotus of a

proved that the delicate edible, together with -




