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TH-E DESIGN ARGUMENT.
liTs SCOPE AXND IMP'ORT.

111E. theistic, controversy lias vital and abiding intcrest. The
cvidcnce by wvhich the belief in a personal God justifies itseif to
human reason is extensive and varied. The proof runs along niany
convcrging lines, and the argunent is essentially cumulative hii its
nature.

This article proposes to deal wvit1i onc of these uines of proof.
It wvill discuss wvhat is popularly knowvn as the argument, froni
design, or final causes. its aimi iill bc to indicatc the scope and
imîport of thin argument. For over twventy centuries tbe proof of
existence of God wvhich the miarks of design in nature supply, lias
liad niuch influence on the human niind. The argument is as aid
as Socratcs, and it is concisely stated and forcibiy,ý illustrated by
Cicero. In modern times, ]'aley and scores have elaboratcd it iii
varlous directions with vast wcalth of illustration.


