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want au indispensable prop, if they are not found

to quadrate with the sure depositions of history.
ii. It is thus, we think, that in the strict

philosophy of the question, the geological specula..
tions of our day should come under the tribunal,

or be brought to the touchstone of authentic

history. At a time when those physical characters

are so confidently spoken of, which have been

sculptured on rock, as it were, by the finger of

nature, and wherewith she hath recorded the anti

quity and revolutions of the globe; we are not to

overlook those characters which have been trans..

mitted to us from past ages on the vehicle of human

testimony, deponing perhaps to the recency of our

present world. We mean to affirm that if some

credible and authentic memorial of history stands

in the way of any theory, there is violence done to

the philosophy of observation-when such an ele

ment is not disposed of, and perhaps not so much

as adverted to. It is not a comprehensive view

which is taken of the question, by those who run

waywardly and unbridled on some track of specu
lation, and who blink any of the evidence that

legitimately bears upon it. In questions of fact,

history, when marked with the usual signatures of

truth, is not only a competent, but in most instances

is the best voucher that can be appealed to. If

the Baconian logic require that one's own observa

tion should give the law to his own fancy, it equally

requires that the observation or the findings of one

man should give law to the fancy of another. Now

history is the vehicle on which are brought to us
the observations of other men, whether the path
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