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242 CREATION BY LAW.

strikingly shows us, that a man may be a giant in mathematics,
while he is only a pigmy in moral reasoning; or, to make the
statement more general, how a man, by an exclusive cultivation
of one faculty of the soul, may shrivel all the rest into a nut-
shell.

From these views and reasonings, it is clear, I think, that
the hypothesis of creation by law does not necessarily destroy
the theory of religion. For if we admit that every thing in
the world of matter and of mind, not excepting miracles and
special providences, is regulated, if not produced, by law, it
does not take away the necessity of a contriving, sustaining,
and energizing Deity. Even though we admit that God has
communicated to nature’s laws, at the beginning, a power to
execute themselves, (though the supposition is quite unphilo-
sophical,) no event is any the less God’s work, than if all were
miraculous.

In consistency with this conclusion, we find that while some
advocates of this hypothesis evidently intended it to sustain
atheism, its most plausible advocate, as we have seen, fully
admits, not only the divine existence, but the reality of reve-
lation, It may, indeed, be doubted whether this anonymous
writer has not virtually taken away the Deity, and even moral
accountability, by his materialism and his ultra-phrenology;
yet we do not see but he may assert his law system without
denying God’s existence or attributes.

It must be admitted, however, that the influence of this
hypothesis upon practical religion is disastrous. It does, ap-
parently, so remove the Deity from all concern in the affairs
of the world, and so foists law into his place, that practically
there is no God. If his agency is acknowledged, as having
put the vast machine in motion, in some indefinitely remote
period of past duration, yet the feeling is, that since then he
has given up the reins into the hands of law, so that nfan Las
nothing to do with him, but only with nature’s laws ; that he
has only to submit to these, and not expect any interposition
for his relief, however earnestly he cry for it. Now, it is
obviously the intention and desire of the advocates of this
hypothesis thus to remove God away from his works, and
from their thoughts ; else why should they so strenuously re-
gist the doctrine of miracles? For these may just as properly
be referred to law as common cvents. Yet it is one of the
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