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though by a captious reader they might be associ-
ated with erroneous views of the Deity, a more fa-
vourable construction will often see in them only the
results of the necessary imperfection of our language,
when we dwell upon the omnipresence and universal
activity.of God.

Finally, we may add that the same opinions still
obtain the assent of the best philosophers and divines
of our time. Sir John Herschel says, (Discourse on
the Study of Natural Philosophy, p. 37.) “ We would
no way be understood to deny the constant exercise
of His direct power in maintaining the system of na-
ture; or the ultimate emanation, of every energy
which material agents exert, from his immediate will,
acting in conformity with his own laws.” And the
Bishop of London, in a note to his “Sermon on the
duty of combining religious instruction with intellec-
tual culture,” observes, *the student in natural phi-
losophy will find rest from all those perplexities which
are occasioned by the obscurity otP causation, in the
supposition, which although it was discredited by the
Eatrona»ge of Malebranche and the Cartesians, has

een adopted by Clarke and Dugald Stewart, and
which is by far the most simple and sublime account
of the matter; that all the events, which are continu-
ally taking place in the different parts of the material
universe, are the immediate effects of the divine
agency.”

CHAPTER IX.

On the Impression produced by considering the Nature
and Prospects of Science ; or, on the Impossibility
of the Progress of our Knowledge ever enabling us
to comprehend the Nature of the Deity. ‘

Ir we were to stop at the view presented in the
last chapter, it might be supposed that—by consider-
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