
240 CREATION BY LAW.

a power to produce organic natures, to form their complicated

organs, to give life, and instinct, and intellect; but to adapt
each particle, each organ, each animal, and each plant, most

exactly and most wonderfully to its place in the vast system,
so that every single thing should most beautifully harmonise

with every other thing.

Again. What is a natural law without the presence and

energizing power of the lawgiver? How easily are men be

wildered by words! and none has led more astray than this word

law. We talk about its power to produce certain effects; but

who can point out any inherent power of this sort which it

possesses? Who can show how a law operates but through
the energizing influence of the lawgiver? How unpliilosophical
then to separate a law of nature from the Deity, and to imagine
him to have withdrawn from his works! For to do this would

be to annihilate the law. He must be present every moment,

and direct every movement of the universe, just as really as

the mind of man must be in the body to produce its movements.

Take away God from the universe, or let him cease to act

mentally upon it, and every movement would as instantly and

certainly cease, as would every movement of the human frame,

were the mind to be withdrawn, or cease to will. We re

alize the necessity of the divine presence and energy to produce
a miracle. But if miracles are performed according to law, as

much as common events, (and we surely cannot prove that they
are not,) why is a present Deity any more necessary in the one

case than in the other? The Bible considers common and

miraculous events exactly alike in this respect. And true

philosophy teaches the same.

I see not, then, why this jaw hypothe.3i does not require an

infinite Deity, just as mu:h as tho ordinary belief, which sup

poses that God originally created the universe by his fiat, and

sustains it constantly by his power, and from time to time

interferes with the regular sequence of cause and effect by
miracles. The only difference seems to be this: While the
common view represents God as always watching over his

works, and ready, whenever necessary, to make special inter

positions, the law hypothesis introduces him only at the very
dawn of the universe, exerting his infinite wisdom and power
to devise and endow matter with exquisite laws, capable, by
their inherent self-executing power, of originating all organic
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