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294 SPECIAL AND MIRACULOUS PROUVIDENCE.

million and second term was as necessary a consequence of the
original adjustment as was the regular succession of any one
of the intermediate numbers to its immediate antecedent. The
same remark applies to the next apparent deviation from the
new law, which was founded on an induction of two thousand
seven hundred and sixty-one terms; and to all the succeeding
laws, with this limitation only, that whilst their consecutive
introduction at various definite intervals is a necessary conse-
quence of the mechanical structure of the engine, our know-
ledge of analysis does not yet enable us to to predict the
periods at which the more distant laws will be introduced.”’—
Ninth Bridgewater Treatise.

- The application of these statements to the doetrine of special
as well as of miraculous providence is very obvious. If human
ingenuity can construct a machine which shall exhibit the in-
troduction of new laws, after the old ones had been established
by an induction of a2 hundred million of examples, and these
new ones be succeeded by others, how much easier for the in-
finite God to construct the vast and more complicated machine
of the universe, so that new laws, or modifications of the old
ones, shall be introduced at various periods of its history, to
meet every exigency! How easy for him so to adjust this
machine at the beginning, that the new laws and new modes
of action should be introduced, precisely at those points where
a special providence would be desirable, to reward the virtuous
and to punish the wicked, and then the old law again assume
its dominion! And how easily, in this way, could the case of
every individual be met, from the beginning to the end of the
world! I mean, how easy would this work be to infinite wis-
dom and power!

But if all events, miraculous as well as common, may depend
upon unbending law, how does such a view differ from the one
I am now opposing, namely, that the constancy of nature’s
laws precludes the idea of any special interference on the pars of
God, in human affairs? The main point of difference, I reply,
is, that the advocates of the latter view will not admit any
such thing at the present day as special interference, on the
part of the Deity, with nature. They admit only uniform and
ordinary laws, which they suppose are never interrupted.
This I deny; and endeavour to show, not only that the contrary
may be a fact, but that God purposed it originally, and deter-
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