
Rut, you will probably Ray that many of the a(^l()tatlon^^ wu s«m' nround us

in Quturt! had a hcgimiinj;. True, hut I ruply that the litiH'SH of iuatt«^r

and forco to produce all of th«'8f adaptations, in eternal—luwl no heginning,

—

for if nuitter and force w L'ternal, its proporiii's aro eternal. It roHts

with you to prove that the titness, or plan, of the Universe had a heginning;

to do which you will have to prove that tlie Universe itself ha<l a beginning.

Modern Science has established that not only is matter indestructilde, but

force also is imlestructible. If, then, the smallest parti<.'le of matter or force

cannot be annihilated, matter ami force will of necessity continue to be ; and
whatever tnuHt always continue to })e must always have been. Whatever
hctjins to be crascH to !«!— all organisms, all worlds even. They cease to be

tt8 organisms, but persist as matter and force in other forms. Is not the

conception of an eternal, uncaused Universe, containing within itsidf the

inherent elements of titnesa and adaptation, more reasonable than the

conception of an eternal, infinite im ! uncaust-d personal (lod posses.sing

the elements of fitness and adai)tati.»n'J The one is, at all eviaits, com-
prehensible and intelligible, wl i'l; th'' other Involves the inost pali)'iblo

absurdity and contradiction, fo^ j.ersonalit' implies limitation, and whatever

is limited cannot be injinite. If (Jot'. . a Pxdng at all. with attributes, he is

.omething ^jfir se, whether material ^r ^i)iritaal; and something pn' i*e cannot

be infinite, and therefore cannot be liod. If he is not something per h<; but

infinite, then the whole UnivcrHo is (roil and evr n the Atheist might accept

that definition of the Unknowable. Is it not more reo-MJuaMe then to suppose

that matter and force are eternal, containing within themselves the promise

and potency of all life, all pl.enomena, fitness and adaptation in nature

included, than to suppose the existence of an eternal, anthropomorphic Ciod,

with the absurdity that he finally, after an indefinite period of "masterly

inactivity," created the whole Universe out of nothing 1 As to lohy the

Universe exists we, of course, humbly acknowledge our entir»^ ignorance ; so

may the Christian. We cannot fathom tlui absolute, or even conceive it.

The Materialist freely admits that of the esi^enee of things he knows nothing,

and that the Universe is, indeed, a great mystery ; but ho declines to assume

a greater mystery to explain a less. When the Theist says God created and

controls the Universe, his solution—God—is a greater mystery *han the

Universe itself; and the explanation is more incomprehensible than the

thing to be explained. When he says that fitness and adaptation in Nature

are evidence of design, and design of a designer, and stops his reasoning

there, he is inconsistent and illogical ; for the plan of a thing is as much
evidence of design as the thing itself, and therefore, if a God planned and

designed the Universe his plans are evidence of design as much as the work

itself, and he himself must have had a designer. This conclusion you can-

not escape, for the premise you attempt to impeach is tlius shown to be as

sound as the one you aver true; and in assuming that fitness in the divine

mind does not imply design you stultify yourself. Paley grants that a

designer implies a person. Now a person implies an organism; an organism

implies organs and faculties; organs and faculties (you say) imply design


