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CHAPTER I. 
STATE OF THE ARGUMENT. 
 
IN crossing a health, suppose I pitched my foot against a stone, and were asked how the stone 
came to be there; I might possibly answer, that, for any thing I knew to the contrary, it had lain 
there for ever: nor would it perhaps be very easy to show the absurdity of this answer. But 
suppose I had found a watch upon the ground, and it should be inquired how the watch happened 
to be in that place; I should hardly think of the answer which I had before given, that, for any 
thing I knew, the watch might have always been there. Yet why should not this answer serve for 
the watch as well as for the stone? why is it not as admissible in the second case, as in the first? 
For this reason, 
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and for no other, viz. that, when we come to inspect the watch, we perceive (what we could not 
discover in the stone) that its several parts are framed and put together for a purpose, e. g. that 
they are so formed and adjusted as to produce motion, and that motion so regulated as to point out 
the hour of the day; that, if the different parts had been differently shaped from what they are, of a 
different size from what they are, or placed after any other manner, or in any other order, than 
that in which they are placed, either no motion at all would have been carried on in the machine, 
or none which would have answered the use that is now served by it. To reckon up a few of the 
plainest of these parts, and of their offices, all tending to one result:-- We see a cylindrical box 
containing a coiled elastic spring, which, by its endeavour to relax itself, turns round the box. We 
next observe a flexible chain (artificially wrought for the sake of flexure), communicating the 
action of the spring from the box to the fusee. We then find a series of wheels, the teeth of which 
catch in, and apply to, each other, conducting the motion from the fusee to the balance, and from 
the balance to the pointer; and at the same time, by the 
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size and shape of those wheels, so regulating that motion, as to terminate in causing an index, by 
an equable and measured progression, to pass over a given space in a given time. We take notice 
that the wheels are made of brass in order to keep them from rust; the springs of steel, no other 
metal being so elastic; that over the face of the watch there is placed a glass, a material employed 



in no other part of the work, but in the room of which, if there had been any other than a 
transparent substance, the hour could not be seen without opening the case. This mechanism 
being observed (it requires indeed an examination of the instrument, and perhaps some previous 
knowledge of the subject, to perceive and understand it; but being once, as we have said, 
observed and understood), the inference, we think, is inevitable, that the watch must have had a 
maker: that there must have existed, at some time, and at some place or other, an artificer or 
artificers who formed it for the purpose which we find it actually to answer; who comprehended 
its construction, and designed its use. 
 
 
CHAPTER VI. 
THE ARGUMENT CUMULATIVE. 
 
WERE there no example in the world, of contrivance, except that of the eye, it would be alone 
sufficient to support the conclusion which we draw from it, as to the necessity of an intelligent 
Creator. It could never be got rid of; because it could not be accounted for by any other 
supposition, which did not contradict all the principles we possess of knowledge; the principles, 
according to which, things do, as often as they can be brought to the test of experience, turn out to 
be true or false. Its coats and humours, constructed, as the lenses of a telescope are constructed, 
for the refraction of rays of light to a point, which forms the proper action of the organ; the 
provision in its muscular tendons for 
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turning its pupil to the object, similar to that which is given to the telescope by screws, and upon 
which power of direction in the eye, the exercise of its office as an optical instrument depends; 
the further provision for its defence, for its constant lubricity and moisture, which we see in its 
socket and its lids, in its gland for the secretion of the matter of tears, its outlet or communication 
with the nose for carrying off the liquid after the eye is washed with it; these provisions compose 
altogether an apparatus, a system of parts, a preparation of means, so manifest in their design, so 
exquisite in their contrivance, so successful in their issue, so precious, and so infinitely beneficial 
in their use, as, in my opinion, to bear down all doubt that can be raised upon the subject. And 
what I wish, under the title of the present chapter, to observe is, that if other parts of nature were 
inaccessible to our inquiries, or even if other parts of nature presented nothing to our examination 
but disorder and confusion, the validity of this example would remain the same. If there were but 
one watch in the world, it would not be less certain that it had a maker. If we had never in our 
lives seen any but one single kind of hydraulic machine, yet, if of that one kind we understood the 
mechanism and 
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use, we should be as perfectly assured that it proceeded from the hand, and thought, and skill of a 
workman, as if we visited a museum of the arts, and saw collected there twenty different kinds of 
machines for drawing water, or a thousand different kinds for other purposes. Of this point, each 
machine is a proof, independently of all the rest. So it is with the evidences of a Divine agency. 
The proof is not a conclusion which lies at the end of a chain of reasoning, of which chain each 
instance of contrivance is only a link, and of which, if one link fail, the whole falls; but it is an 
argument separately supplied by every separate example. An error in stating an example, affects 
only that example. The argument is cumulative, in the fullest sense of that term. The eye proves it 
without the ear; the ear without the eye. The proof in each example is complete; for when the 
design of the part, and the conduciveness of its structure to that design is shown, the mind may set 
itself at rest; no future consideration can detract any thing from the force of the example. 


