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ADVERTISEMENT TO READER.

It is cbvious that these Additiona! Obeervations
relate to the same general subject, as those which
the reader has had before him. It may natorally
be asked why, therefore, the whole were not
published togéther? The reason is, (and the reader
is entitled to know it} that it was after I had by the
former Observations endeavoured to shew that his
Lordship's gemeral reasoning was fallacious—and
after I bad sent'the shaets to press—that it ocenrred
to me it would be useful to inquire more particu-
larly how far authorities, and of what weight and
character, could be found in support of his Lord-
ship's perempiory and poriive assertion, that the
immoartality of the soul depends on its essence being
immaterial, I found that instesd of being ALL with
him, in that absolute and ungualified doctrine, they
were againgt him, and that therefore his Lordship
had feiled not only in proving his main proposition,
but in the fact as it related to the authorities. The
search after puthorities in support of the doetrine of
tmmaleriality, paturally disclosed much of the
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of its future immortal existence. His Lord-
ship must have had in his mind, at the
time of pronouncing this fearful denuncia-
tion, some qualification of it, which I am
quite at a loss to comprehend—for, in my
view (of course a summary one) of those
authorities, or of the * doctrines” to which
he refers, they appear not only not to be
unanimous, or even, in the general, with him ;
but, on the contrary, whether we look to
the opinions of the ancient Philosophers of
the Grecian schools, or to the Latin Philoso-
phers, Orators or Poets—or to the Christian
controversialists—or to the Metaphysicians
of the last or present century, those au-
thorities appear to be—often conflicting—
sometimes unintelligible from their obscurity,
—and very generally expressive of the high-
est degree of doubt upon the doctrine; and
that, finally in the silence of revelation on
the subject, the mind of any unprejudiced
enquirer must rest in the conclusion—that
it is not within the power of the human
mind, in its present condition, to arrive at
truth. On a view of what I bave already
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offered on this important and somewhat novel
doctrine of his Lordship, I incline to think
that the error into which I believe he has
fallen may be somewhat more clearly shewn
by some further observations, which I there-
fore venture to submit.

No man who is a friend to his species can
doubt that he who assists in placing the be-
lief of a future state on a rational and firm
base, renders a most important service to
society. Natural theology may give an in-
dependent, and when judiciously cultivated,
does afford, u most powerful aid to revealed
religion in this great work ; it widens, while
it strengthens the foundations of individual
human hope, and protects, by additional
safeguards, the peace and security of human
society. But if Natural Theology is to
render to mankind all the valuable benefit
which she is capable of doing, she must act
a8 the handmaid, not the rival or competitor
of Revealed Religion. If Revelation be
a cheat, and the doctrine of & future life,
which it teaches, a fable or & phantom, let
the philosophers of mind apply themselves
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with honest and direct aim to expose the
one, and undeceive us as to the other. In
the present advanced state of knowledge,
and with the aids which that advanced know-
ledge affords to the human mind to proge-
cute further the search for truth in every
region into which the human understanding
can penetrate, Natural Theology, as an in-
dependent science, may, possibly, teach a
creed at once perfectly true, and, to a large
extent, promotive of individual and social
good. But if, as a false ally, she becomes
a8 concealed competitor—if, while she pro-
fesses to mssist, she subverts, or weakens, or
brings into doubt, the doctrines of Revela-
tion, or any of them—if, instead of confirm-
ing and extending the hope of a futurity which
religion promises, she weakens, embarrasses,
trifles with, or narrows that hope, and by
vain pretensions to superior evidence, diverts
the belief of the great mass of mankind from
simpleand intelligible doctrines, in which they
have placed their faith, to the unintelligible
subtleties and sophistry of dark and mystic
learning—she becomes a most dangerous, by
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being the insidious, enemy of the peace,
faith, and hope of society, so far as that
society is Christian.

Do I attribute to Lord Brougham, in his
theological work, such a motive or such a
wish? Most undoubtedly not, I am fully per-
suaded he had none such. But I cannot but
acknowledge that to a certain degree I do fear
that his work is likely, from the high character
of the writer, and the seductive eloquence with
which it is written, to produce some such
effect. It tends to do so, by leading every
reader who may have leisure or taste for
metaphysical inquiries—or may feel an inte-
rest in corroborating his religious opinions
by the concurrent doctrines of Natupg)
Theology, or, above all, that unhappy class
“ who,” to use Goldsmith’s definition of the
very miserable, * by suicide, shew us that
they have nothing left to hope” ; it tends, I
say, to lead every such reader of this ex-
traordinary disquisition, to deliberate, and
without reference to Revelation, on this
abstract and abstruse inquiry—* is my mind
—is the human soul—immaterial #—is it

B 3
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quite & distinct, separate, independent en-
tity or essence, from the body—from mat-
ter, from all and every modification of mat-
ter—from every combination with material
elements 7 He who enters on this inquiry
may, I think, most naturally reason thus—
“ This is to me a momentous question,
for I am now told, by the very high au-
thority of Lord Brougham, that if my
mind be such distinct, separate, immaterial,
independent essence, then I shall live for
ever—but if nol—if my mind be not indis-
solubly connected with my body—if that mind
be not a thing separate from and indepen-
dent of my body and bodily organs—Iirom
the brain which now throbs with the doubt
—from the nerves, or other organ, which
conveys to that brain the written words which
Y am now contemplating—then my whole
rational, mental being is annihilated on
the dissolution of my physical frame !—
On this awful question, then, depends, as
to me, whether there be any life after the
present—the present | which may this hour
end |—whether I shall continue to bear the
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heavy load of accumulated ills, which urge
me to despair, or instantly terminate
those ills by the bullet or the knife! or, shall
I rather, fearless of future responsibility,
and certain of present power, seize on wealth
and pleasure, which nothing but the cobweb
of a human law now withholds from me ?—
shall I thus enatch at happiness, which tempts
me, and laugh at despair, and justice, and hu-
manity | Let me, however, yet pause—ss my
mind smmaterial #—is it, indeed, clearand free
from every possible modification of matter ?
If it be, then, indeed, I must Beware of
death, and of a judgment to come! But
how am I to decide this vital question P—
If I look to one class of philosophers,
among whom are reckoned names eminent
for extensive -learning, great talents, and
comprising some who were zealous pro-
fessors of the Christian faith ; and others
who attained the highest reputation in a
profession to which physiological learning
and practical knowledge of the human
frame are essential—I am told by them
that the Immateriality of the Human Mind



