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150 - MR. HUME’S OBJECTION

have a firm experimental basis on which to rest the
inference, that a producer there was, and one too
possessed of skill to devise and power to exe-
cute. The truth is that we every day of our lives,
and perhaps every hour of each day, witness the
adaptation of means to an end, in connexion with
design and a designer—though never perhaps to
the end in any instance of hundreds of distinct
machines which could be specified—and which
therefore, are in this respect to us singular effects.
But still each of these machines has in it adapta-
tion to an end, as well as adaptation to the end;
has in it therefore that posterior term, of whose
connexion with the prior term of an intelligent
cause we have had daily observation. It is not,
we should remark, on the adaptation to any object
quoad the end—but on the adaptation to it quoad
an end that the inference is grounded. It is thus
that though introduced for the first time to the
sight of a watch or a gun-lock or a cotton-mill
or a steam-engine, we are as sure of intelligence
having been engaged in the execution of each of
them as if we had been present a thousand times at
their fabrication. The truth is that we have been
present many thousand times, though not at the
process of formation in either of these individual
pieces of mechanism, yet at other processes which
have enough in common with the former ones to
make an experimental argument in every way as
good. We have had lessons every day of our life,
by which to read what the characteristics be of
those arrangements that indicate a mind acting for
a purpose ; though not a mind acting for ¢ke purpose.
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