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ward off an assault of infidelity—an expedient.
which, unless the principle be very obvious in
itself, gives an exceeding frailty to the argument.
and causes it to be received with distrust. Per-
haps the tendency both of Reid and Stuart, was
to an excessive multiplication of the original laws
in our mental constitution, which they all the more
readily indulged, as it savoured so much of that
unshrinking Baconian philosophy, from the appli-
cation of which to the science of mind, they augured
so sanguinely—and in virtue of which, unseduced
by the love of simplicity, they would take their
lesson as to the number of ultimate facts whether
in the world of mind or matter from observation
alone. Now it is well to acquiesce in every
phenomenon, like that of magnetism, as if it were
a distinct and ultimate principle of which mno
further account can meanwhile be given—so long
as it withstands all the attempts of analysis to
resolve it into another phenomenon of a more
general and comprehensive quality. But this is
very different from a gratuitous multiplication of
first principles, and more especially from the con-
fidént affirmation of one before unheard of till
framed for the accomplishment of a special service.
It appears to be a resting of the theistical argument
on a very precarious foundation, when the inference
of design from its effects, is made a principle suz
generis—instead of making it what it really is one
case out of the many, where by a principle more
comprehensive, we, on the recurrence of the same
consequent as before, infer the same antecedent
as before. We deprecate the introduction of such



	LinkTextBox: http://www.geology.19thcenturyscience.org/books/1853-Chalmers-NatTheo/README.htm


