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Our own inference would have been diametrically
the opposite of this. DBecause we see not how,
we should say not how. It is a strange argument
to found, as Clarke and Wollaston have done, on
the impotence and incapacity of the human mind,
that its very ignorance should authorize it to sport
such positive and peremptory dogmata as have
been advanced by them on the high mysteries of
primeval being and primeval causation.

12. Dr. Clarke’s style of reasoning upon this
subject, has now fallen into utter disesteem and
desuetude. He himself disclaims the old scholastic
methods of argumentation, while there is much of
his own that now ranks with the impracticable
subtleties of the middle ages. He deals in the
categories of a higher region than that which is at
all familiar to human experience—and we fear that
when he attempts to demonstrate the non-eternity
of matter, and that to spirit alone belong the attri-
butes of primeval necessity and self-existence, he
leaves behind him that world of sense and obser-
vation within which alone the human mind is yet
able to expatiate. After the modest declaration of
Dr. Reid, it may be presumptuous in us to pass
upon this argument a summary and confident rejec-
tion. But we may at least confess the total want
of any impression which it has made upon our
understanding—and that with all our partialities
for the argumentum a posteriori, we hold it with
Paley greatly more judicious, instead of groping
for the evidence of a Divinity among the transcen-
aental generalities of time, and space, and matter,
and spirit, and the grounds of a necessary and
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