
72 ON THE BEING OF A GOD.

may be, is, from its very commencement, a clear

outrage against its ethical proprieties. If that veil

of dim transparency, which hides the Deity from

our immediate perceptions, were lifted up; and we

should then spurn from us the manifested God-..

this were direct and glaring impiety. But anterior

to the lifting of that veil, there may be impiety. It

is impiety to be so immersed as we are, in the busy

objects and gratifications of life; and yet to care

not whether there be a great and a good spirit by

whose kindness it is that life is upholden. It needs

not that this great spirit should reveal Himself in

characters that force our attention td Him, ere the

guilt of our impiety has begun. But ours is the

guilt of impiety, in not lifting our attention towards

God, in not seeking after Him if haply we may find

Him.

16. Man is not to blame, if an atheist, because

of the want of proof. But he is to blame, if an

atheist, because he has shut his eyes. He is not

to blame, that the evidence for a God has not been

seen by him, if no such evidence there were within

the field of his observation. But he is to blame, if

the evidence have not been seen, because he turned

away his attention from it. That the question of a

God may lie unresolved in his mind, all he has to

do, is to refuse a hearing to the question. He may

abide without the conviction of a God, if he so

choose. But this his choice is matter of condern

nation. To resist God after that He is known, is

criminality towards Him; but to be satisfied that

lie should remain unknown, is like criminality
towards Him. There is a moral perversity of
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