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least doubted by him. There may be a metaphy-
sical controversy about the mode of arriving at
our moral judgment, and at the same time a per-
fect concurrence in it as the guide and the regu-
lator of human conduct—just as there may be an
anatomical controversy about the structure of the
eye or the terminations of the optic nerve, and a
perfect confidence with all parties, in the correct-
ness of those intimations which the eye gives of
the position of external objects and their visible
properties. By attending to this we obtain a
second important help for eliciting from the diver-
sity of theories on the nature of virtue, a cumula-
tive argument for the virtuous nature of the God-
head.

13. When the conflict then of its opposing
theories, would seem to bring fearful insecurity
on moral science, let it not be forgotten, that the
very multitude of props and securities, by which
virtue is upholden, is that which has given rise
to the conflict. There is little or no scepticism
in regard to the worth or substantive being of
morality, but chiefly in regard to its sustaining
principle; and it is because of so much to sustain
it, or of the many distinct and firm props which
it rests upon, that there has been such an amount
of ethical controversy in the world. There has
been many a combat, and many a combatant—not
because of the baselessness of morality, but be-
cause it rests on a basis of so many goodly pillars,
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