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110 DR, CLARKE’S A PRIORI ARGUMENT.

chadnezzar’s image is partly of clay and partly
of iron. Let us be assured that a weak or s
wrong reason is not. only not an accession but is
a positive mischief to the interests of truth—a mis-
chief indeed which Dr. Brown has well adverted
to in the following sentences :—*¢ Still more super-
fluous must be all those reasonings with respect
to the existence of the Deity, from the nature of
certain conceptions of our mind, independent of
the phenomena of design, which are commonly
termed reasonings @ priori, reasonings, that if
strictly analyzed, are found to proceed on some
assumption of the very truth for which they con-
tend, and that, instead of throwing additional light
on the argument for a Creator of the universe,
have served only to throw on it a sort of darkness,
by leading us to conceive that there must be some
obscurity in truths, which could give an occasion
to reasonings so obscure. God and the world
which he has formed—these are our great objects.
Every thing which we strive to place befween these
is nothing. We see the universe, and, seeing it, we
believe in its Maker. It is the universe, there-
fore, which is our argument, and our only argu-
ment ; and as £ is powerful to convince us, God
¢s, or is not, an object of our belief.” And again
— The arguments commonly termed metaphy-
sical, on this subject, I have always regarded, as
absolutely void of force, unless in so far as they
proceed on a tacit assumption of the physical
argument, and, indeed, it seems to me no small
corroborative proof of the force of this physical
argument, that its rema.lmng imoression on our
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