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THE PRESENT ORDER OF THINGS. 167
a recent world. The other for aught we know
may be an unchangeable and everlasting God.
So that when the question is put—Why may not
the material economy fall into order of itself, as
well as the mental which we affirm to have caused
it —our reply is, that so far from this mental
economy falling into order of itself, we have yet to
learn that it ever had to fall into order at all.
The one order, the material, we know, not to have
been from everlasting. The other, the mental,
which by all experience and analogy must have
preceded the material, bears no symptom which
we can discover, of its ever having required any
remoter economy to call it into being.

5. At the same time we must admit that on this
question between the eternity of matter and the
eternity of mind, there has been advanced, on the
Theistical side of the controversy, a deal of specu-
lation and argument with which our understandings
do not at all coalesce. We have already stated
the reasons of our having no confidence in the a
priori argument—although both Sir Isaac Newton
and Dr. Samuel Clarke were employed, we believe,
in the construction of it. But besides this, there
is a world of not very certain metaphysique we do
think, about the necessity of mind to originate
motion in the universe—and that were there nought
but matter all space would be alike filled with it,
and all would be inert and immoveable. We have
already given one specimen of this gratuitous style
of arguing from Wollaston—and without offering
any more from other writers of that period, we
may state that in the general we feel no sympathy
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