
46 /'nn/oiii (IS ILtJiical Postulate

IV lati • lis to olH' aiiotlit'r •r, iiioi'f strictlv, to

t'xliiliit iiaturt' and Immaii pei'sonalu y in tlieii-

rt'latioii t" tlu' (liviiK \initv.

1
Hut tneii Meti

idivsK's must l»t'\\ .irt* 01 in*'r<'jiidj anv of tlit'se

Victors of ultimate ivalitv in the otliers, or losing;-

hilrs, wtlie distinctions hetwt-en tliem. Its task i

j)ieservin^' the (hstincti\e character of each, to

accompHsh tlieir reconciUation. and to see thtMu

their real unitv. 1 have insisted, tlu'refore.\\\

\\ poll the intep'itv of the moral [)ersoiiahty :

•ith that, it seems to me, freedom stands orw

falls. That inte^'rity may l)e tam})ered with,

as we lune found, in either of two ways. Man

mav he de-})ers(»nalised eithei' into Xatinv or

into (jod. The former is the favourite course

of recent Determinism, and I have i;iven my
reasons for dissentini;' from it. Tl le '•reater

(lant-er les. )erhai)s th .tlle otner ( lirect ion

and it Avas here that Edwards and the older

Determinists, with a truer meta})hy.sical instinct

than their successors, wa^vd the keenest warfare.

The relation of man as a free moral personality

to (iod is even more ditiicult to C(»iicei\e than his

relation to Nature. To think of ( Jod as all in

and vet to retain oiu; liold on liumanId h freedom

or personalitv. that is the real nietaphvsicd dif-

ficult'' The ultimate reconciliation of divine


