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PREEFACE:

THE field of knowledge is boundless. The hu-
man mind, in pursuing one portion of it, is not
merely tempted to neglect other portions, but it is
often led to pervert and to despise them. The rul-
ing conceptions of the time are regarded as supreme
principles, the prevalent methods as the only fitting
methods of inquiry, while knowledge is narrowed
down to suit the attainments of those who are pur-
suing it. Thus the word science in our time is in-
terpreted by the results reached in researches among
the simpler forms of physical forces. And any de-
partment of thought which, from its complexity and
obscurity, does not admit of this succinct and exact
statement, is disparaged as either incapable in itself,
or incapable through the methods employed in it,
of scientific discussion.

Without falling into the opposite error of under-
valuing science, we must still insist that the larger
and more interesting share of the questions which
pertain to human life, above all to spiritual human
life, are too comprehensive in the elements that en-
ter into them, too full in the results that flow from
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them, to admit that limited view which always ac-
companies exact conclusions. It is certainly a
strange habit of thought, begotten of close obser-
vation in a restricted field, which inclines us to dis-
parage a topic because so many and so subtile lines
of connection cross each other in it, or to refuse to
pursue it, till we have rudely cast away most of its
peculiarities, and laid bare a few bones and a few
tendons as the whole substance of its living self.
Natural Theology is an inquiry which must gather
the premises and the illustrations of its arguments
from all quarters, and must submit them at the very
moment of interpretation and application to slight
and to large modifications, as held under the su-
preme insight of the reason. The conclusions to be
reached are of the most extended character, and are
not of the exact form of the data from which they
spring. Its deductions are the last deductions which
the mind brings to embrace fully and to explain
finally all previous work. The argument cannot be
one, therefore, of details merely, but must urge the
mind forward to its most comprehensive grasp. If
we have dealt hitherto with physical inquiries, and
insist on the short, earth-planted steps of the old
path, we can do nothing in the new search. We
must mount; we must allow the parts to be swal-
lowed up in the whole; we must take a bird's-eye
view ; we must observe relations not as they lie be-
tween single things, but as they embrace all things.
We cannot do a work of this sort too often if we
do it at all well. The view from a mountain sum-
mit, though many times repeated, never loses its in-
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spiration. Its extension is so much beyond that
natural to the mind that the mind each time feels
afresh its enlargement, and takes in expansively its
grand measurements. Natural Theology holds in
survey the physical and spiritual worlds; and when
these sink below the horizon, or are forgotten in the
day, or are hidden in the night, the spiritual impulse
which carries us over to these broad convictions is
lost. If any should say that these truths are thereby
shown to be illusions, we answer, not so; they are
simply too far-reaching to be grasped and held by a
torpid mind, as the sublimity of the sublime object
can enter only amid lively thoughts and alert sensi-
bilities. All progress in human experience leads us
to a better outlook of these final relations, and each
view exalts that experience. So one penetrating a
mountain range more clearly apprehends its great-
ness, and the breadth of the lands it holds apart on
either side.

Not only does ordinary progress require this fre-
quent vivification of great truths; the developments
of science have materially affected the data of Natu-
ral Theology, and must be allowed freely to modify
its conceptions and to shape its forms of proof. Our
position is higher, and things near and remote must
be foreshortened to suit it. If we put the new wine
in the old bottles, the bottles are broken and the
wine is spilt.

Incident to this great change in the intellectual
view, many new doubts have sprung up, many new
attacks have been made, and many inadequate an-
swers have been given. We ought, therefore, to



vi PREFACE.

strive after renewed adjustments of thought in these
more difficult fields of inquiry, even though our
conclusions may in their precise form scarcely last
out our own day. The blessings of each day must
be made, if possible, sufficient unto it, and we shall
hardly reach those of to-morrow unless we have ap-
propriated those of the passing hour. Our land-
scape is before us with its sunshine and its shadow,
and we should enter deeply into its lessons.

One cannot write well on Natural Theology and
undertake his task mechanically. He cannot make
each day a day’s march, and so reach the journey’s
end. Every step is in a contested territory. It is
contended for on the one side by instinctive fears
and aversions, by narrow but close-knit arguments,
and the whole army of prudential sentiments. It
is held on the other side by hope and aspiration, by
the insight of large thought, and by those emotions
which spring up as retainers of the moral nature.
Every step, therefore, must be taken with courage,
and firmly held with a loyalty to all that is highest
within us and brightest before us.

We have one help. We may pursue this path
in the profoundest sympathy with the obscure
and the clear convictions of many of the strong
minds and strongest hearts that have preceded
us. We may not be able to say why it is that
men eminent in science, pure in life, governed
even by philanthropy, have taken the attitude of
distrust and denial, but we do know why a Zoro-
aster, a Socrates, a Plato, a Paul, have cherished a
belief of the largest scope. It has been fed by the
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inner fires of a pure spirit. In treating reverently
and searching profoundly and answering hopefully
these inquiries, we draw near to those in all time
whose life has been the largest, and whose vision

has come to them by an ascent heavenward of their
own spirits.

WE should not think it wise to offer another work
on Natural Theology simply as a renewed presen-
tation of the ingenious constructions of the world.
This work has already been admirably done; and
science in a hundred ways has reached the same re-
sult The prevalence of law and its many fortunate
products are the staple facts of our time. In pre-
senting the proof for the being of God, we have no
longer to discuss results, but the methods rather by
which these results have been reached. It is because
of this new form in the theistic argument, that we
wish to give it one more reconstruction. The oppo-
sition has changed front, and so renders a corres-
ponding change necessary on the part of the de-
fense.

This shifting of the conflict has attended on a
great increase of knowledge, and new views of the
methods of development in the physical world. We
wish to recognize most fully the value of these
attainments, and to see clearly their relation to
theism. We are quite prepared to accept evolution
—the present, intellectual solvent of physical prob-
lems,—in all the facts it offers, while we are still at
liberty to give those facts the interpretation which
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is most in keeping with the two kingdoms, physical
and spiritual, which make up the universe in its
outer form and inner force.

It is exactly here that we hope to add something
to the work of our predecessors, (I) in a more com-
plete recognition of all the results of scientific in-
quiry, (2) and in pointing out the relation of these
facts to an intellectual exposition of the universe.
To have done even a little in this direction is an
ample justification of a laborious effort.

We shall give in our argument comparatively few
illustrations of apparent design, because these are
now so abundant on all sides, because none over-
look or deny their existence, and because the logical
form of the proof is not affected by them. We
aim simply to open doors here and there in the
several departments of the great cabinet of divine
wisdom, in each case helping thereby our inquiry
into the evidence of personal oversight as contrasted
with unguided law, of reason and unreason as the
primitive powers of the world. This discussion
thus ceases to be one of minute and multiplied de-
tails, and becomes one of the most comprehensive
ideas. The question is: Which key to this language
of the physical world is most concurrent with reason,
that of physical or of spiritual forms? Does our
knowledge stop with a certain rhythm of the words
in the lines, which they seem to catch from each
other, or are there depths of spiritual meaning in
them fully open to us? This is more than a scien-
tific inquiry, it is in the highest sense a rational one,
one to which all the resources of our nature must
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be brought. The question is in itself ultimate, and
can not be answered save in view of all forms and
all conditions of knowledge. The problem has been
searched many times, and will be searched many
times more, with some gain, we may believe, each
time in reference to the final solution.
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INTRODUCTION.

§ 1. Natural Theology treats of the nature, being,
attributes and government of God as disclosed to
us in the physical and spiritual universe. An in-
quiry into the being of God is properly opened by
an inquiry into his nature, that is into the general
form of the being we ascribe to him. If there is
anything, or is even thought to be anything, either
peculiarly difficult or absurd in the conception itself,
we are not prepared, till we have weighed the objec-
tion, to proceed with the proof. It is useless to
undertake impossibilities; to try to establish by
reason an irrational conclusion. OQur first task,
therefore, is to exclude vagueness, inadequacy and
contradiction from the conception itself of the na-
ture of God. We shall then be ready for a proof
of his being. This established we may discuss in
detail his attributes, and point out the methods of
his government.

There is one other topic, which though not directly
covered by Natural Theology, is yet very essential
to it, the immortality of man. If man is not im-
mortal, (1) these theistic truths will have compara-
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2 INTRODUCTION.

tively little interest for him. His portion in them
will be greatly reduced. (2) The two doctrines of
the divine existence and of man’s immortality are
associated in the most intimate way. We shall
not be able to establish the second without the
first; and yet the first in its proof has great occa-
sion for the second. They only enter the mind
together. If man is not immortal, the moral prob-
lem of the world becomes so insoluble as to bring
darkness to the attributes of God, and doubt to his
very being. If the two are not strict correlatives,
they practically hold this relation. (3) The govern-
ment of God especially can not be wisely discussed
without first settling this question of immortality.
Without immortality God’s moral government is of
a very fragmentary character. (4) The form of the
proof and its spirit are identical in the two doc-
trines. (5) Religion always assumes them both, and
puts them on the same basis as first principles. We,
therefore, add the topic of immortality to the four
topics embraced in Natural Theology. The discus-
sion in order to be either clear or complete must
crave this freedom.

§ 2. The methods of proof involved in Natural
Theology are of a very comprehensive, subtile and
somewhat unusual character. They will, therefore,
have very different force for different minds. These
proofs are not the product of a plain deductive
process, nor yet of a simple, inductive one. They
are not altogether analogous to those of logic or
mathematics or science. Much effort has been ex-
pended to hit on a single, sufficient deductive proof,



SUBJECTS OF NATURAL THEOLOGY. 3

but without success. The feeling which prompted
the undertaking was a mistaken one, and the failure
has served still further to embarrass and obscure the
question. The broadest truths cannot be the im-
mediate product of the narrowest method, nor are
these proofs of the divine being presented to the
senses, nor are they directly involved in the relation
of sensible things to each other. A merely empirical
philosophy can give us no aid. Such a philosophy
can walk up and down among physical facts; it can-
not rise wholly above them. It can explain the
products of a continent when it is discovered; it can
make no voyages in search of new ones. The ar-
gument for the being of God is one of comprehen-
sive and searching interpretation; it is the spiritual
exegesis of the universe, and must find its spirit and
power in the insight of the exegete. In these latest
and largest arguments—which are also the earliest—
there is no escape from personal quality.

The proof of the being of God has both intuitive
and empirical elements, both deductive and induc-
tive steps, both emotional and intellectual force. If
one is disposed to disparage any knowledge or any
experience or any kind of argument, he will, in the
discussion of these most searching questions, be
correspondingly partial and obscure in his conclu-
sions.

The feature of most peculiar interest in this proof
is the extent to which the emotions enter into it.
The feelings are usually thought to endanger and
distort argument. Here is an argument that can be
carried to no successful issue without them. Its














































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































