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of the Cosmological a-gument to prove that there is a God; but no
good end. is ever served by the concealment of truth. We apprehend
that it would be doing a serlous injury to Natural Theology to at-
tempt to maintain the ground, that the Divine existence can be
proved-in the proper sense of the term-either froni the special
adaptations, or froin the order, of the universe. Cosxnology has its
use:- which is, however, to enlarge our conceptions of God, rather
than to prove that there ia a God. Details like those contained in
the work before us, are invaluable, as illustrating the perfections of
the Creator, and leadiîxg our minds to a lively apprehension of lis
universal presence, and of lais wise and powerful and beneficent
agyency; but it is impossible that they eau be feit to have much
apologetic weight, where a question as to the Divine existence is
seriously raiscd; and Natural Tbeology-especially considering the
assaults to which it is in the present age, exposed-will not be effi-
cîently defended, tili this is thoroughly understood. It ia high time
for those who aspire te grapple scientiflcally with the mighty problem of
the Divine existence, to seek something more than a popular solation
of it: yea, to seek what must of necessity be an unpopular solution of
it. Pantheism ia now xnaking its influence more decidedly feit than
ever; and against its deadty errors, we mnuat have other aid than a
continuation of Paley, and other champions than Burnet Frize
Essayists.

While persuaded that the doctrine of the Divine existence bas the
warrant of scientific, no0 less than of religions certainty, we are con-
vinced, at the sanie time, that this can be nmade to appear, only as the
result of lengthened and profound metaphysical investigation.
Far be it from us te insinuate that the simple faith of the great
mass of Christians, who believe in G-od, while yet they are utter
strangers to Metaphysics, is not well founded. We hold on the con-
trary, that their faith is warrantable,-scientiflcally so,-though they
theniselves are unable to explain precisely what its warrant la. The
common belief suifera injustice, not froni us, but froni those who, speak
as though Cosmology were its sole; or main foundation; and who-
when they cannot altugether shut their eyes te the fact that a proof
resting upon 8acli a basis must needs be defective in the moat essen-
tial points-endeavor to buttreas up their feeble case by insisting. that
the conviction of the Divine existence whieh may be obtained from
Cosmology lias at least as much in its fav-ir as the beliefs upon which
the ordinary business of life proeee, &aid la umply sufficient for prao.
tical purposes. For our part, we protest against the supposition that
the faith which mankind at large have in1 an infinibe, self.Qxiatent Be-
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