
FAShIONABLE nyroluEsis. 263

philosopher will hesitate long before he adopts a system which
thus seems to degrade man from his lofty standing as a spiri
tual, accountable, and immortal being, and makes his intellectual
and moral powers dependent upon the structure of the brain,
and, therefore, destined to perish with the material organiza
tion., with no hope of future existence, unless God chooses to
recreate the man. Nay, if there be no distinct spirit in man,
what evidence have we that there is one in Jehovah? A true

philosopher, I say, will demand very strong evidence before he

adopts any hypothesis that leads a logical mind to such con
clusions; and I see not how the one under consideration can
terminate in any thing else.
Such are the reasons that lead me to reject the hypothesis

of creation by law. I have endeavoured to treat the subject
in a candid and philosophical manner, not charging atheism

upon its advocates when they declare themselves Theists and
Christians. Neither have I called in the aid of ridicule, as

might easily be done, and, as, in fact, has been done by almost

every opponent of the system who has written upon it. T
have endeavoured to show that the hypothesis, tried in the
balances of sound philosophy, is found wanting; because, in the
first place, the facts adduced to sustain it are insufficient; and

secondly, because, where one fact seems to favour it, a thousand

testify against it. Is not the conclusion a fair one, that the

hypothesis has no solid foundation? Is not the evidence against
it overwhelming? Yet it has many advocates, and I must
think (I hope not uncharitably) that these are the reasons:
First, because men do not like the idea of a personal, present,
overruling Deity; and secondly, because there is very little

profound and thorough knowledge of natural history in the

community. It is just such an hypothesis as chimes in with
the taste of that part of the world who have a smattering of
science, and who do not wish to live without some form of

religion, but who still desire to free themselves from the inspec
tion of a holy God, and from the responsibility which his exist
ence and presence would impose. Depend upon it, gentlemen,
you will meet these delusions not unfrequently among the

cultivated classes of society, where they have already done im
mense mischief. You will, indeed, find all the eminent com

parative anatomists and physiologists, such as Cuvier and
Owen; such chemists as Liebig; such zoologists as Agassiz
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