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plausible theory regards the six days of creation as periods
of great, though indefinite length, during which all the changes
exhibited by the strata of rocks took place. The arguments
in defence of this view are the following: 1. The word day
is often used in Scripture to express a period of indefinite

length. (Luke, xvii, 24. John, viii, 56. Job, xiv, 6.) 2.

The sun, moon, and stars were not created till the fourth day;
so that the revolution of the earth on its axis, in twenty-four
hours, may not have existed previously, and the light and

darkness that alternated may have had reference to some

other standard. 3. The Sabbath, or seventh day, in which

God rested from his work, has not yet terminated; and there

is reason to suppose the demiurgic days may have been at

least of equal length. 4. This interpretation corresponds

remarkably with the traditional cosmogonies of some heathen

nations, as the ancient Etruscans and modern Hindoos; and it

was also adopted by Philo and other Jewish writers. 5. The

order of creation, as described in Genesis, corresponds to that

developed by geology. This order, according to Cuvier and

Professor Jameson, is as follows: 1. The earth was covered

with the sea without inhabitants. 2. Plants were created on

the third day, and are found abundantly in the coal measures.

3. On the fifth day, the inhabitants of the waters, then flying

things, then great reptiles, and then mammiferous animals.

were created. 4. On the sixth day, man was created.

The following are the objections to this interpretation: 1.

The word day is not used figuratively in other places of Gen

esis, (unless perhaps Gen. ii, 4,) though it is sometimes so

used in others parts of Scripture. 2. In the fourth com

mandment, where the days of creation are referred to, (Exod.

xx, 9-11,) no one can doubt but that the six days of labour

and the Sabbath, spoken of in the ninth and tenth verses, are

literal days. By what rule of interpretation can the same

word in the next verse be made to mean indefinite periods?

3. From Gen. ii, 5, compared with Gen. , 11, 12, it seems

that it had not rained on the earth till the third day; a fact

altogether probable if the days were of twenty-four hours, but

absurd if they were long periods. 4. Such a meaning is

forced and unnatural, and therefore, not to be adopted without

urgent necessity. 5. This hypothesis assumes that Moses

describes the creation of all the animals and plants that have
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