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BY THE HT. 1-Io~. \V. E. Or.AI>sTo~E, .Jl. P. 

Senne Rema~·k8 on his reply to !Jr. fi."'idd. 

As a listener frotn across tho 1Jl·owl Atlllntic to the cln.~h of arn1s 
in the cornbnt bct\Ycen Colonel Inger~oll and Dt·. Field un the nwst 
Jnon1entous of all Rubjects, I ha.Ye n ut the }ll't·:;una1 knnwleclge "·hich 
assisted those tlonghty cluunpi0n~ in 111a k iug recipt·oeal ackuo\v­
Jedgn1cnts, u.s broad as could be de::-; irl·cl , with t·e fen ·nce t o pct·sonal 
character n.nd n1otive. Such n.cknuwledgnwnts urn of high vn.lue iu 
keeping tho issue clen.r, if not always of a.ll n.ch·c·utitions, y et of all 
veuotnous matter. J)estitute of the c•xperi t· lleP on which to found 
then1 as original tcstirnon ies, still , in attelllpting partially to criticise 
the rcnutrknble Heply of Co1onellngt · r~o11, I ea n both accept in good 
faith whut has luJell sai~1 by Dr. Fit.:ld, awl add ~hat i t seetns to tne 
consonant with tho ~train of t.h~; page~ I ha \'e set he fore ll le. IIaxing 
said this, I shall n.llow ruyself the ttt111o~t freedmn in reJIHtrks, which 
will be addre~se<l excJu:-; iYoly to thu matter, not the HHUl. 

Let 1nc Legin by 1wtkinp- scYet·al ackw>wlL·dg-tnell ts of another 
kind, but \Yhich I feel to h o sul'ions. The Ch ri~tinn Church has 
lived long enon6h in external tl inutph atHl pro...;Jh:ri ty to expose 
t.hoso of whom it is colllposed to a ll sut.:h peril~ of erroe nnd tnis­
fcasa.nce, as tritunph nwl prosperity bri n~· \\'i th tLcm. Belief in 
divine guidance is not of nt'·Cl·ssi ty Le1i<·f tltn.t s1;.ch guidnnce can 
never ho frustrated by the 1n.xity, tl ae infirmity, t.hc pevcrsity of 
n1an., uJikc iu the domaJn of nttion nw.l in the clot1rnin of thourrht. 
Believers in the perpetuity of the 1 if· ~ of the Church n.ro 11ot tied to 
believing in the perputu«t] h ealth of the Chnreh. Even the ~reat 
Ln.tiu Cotnuntnion, a11d thnt Cunnunniou eveu since the Council of 
the V u.tican in 1870, Uwol·eticnlly n.druits, Ol' does not exclude, the 
possibility of a \viuc rn.ngc of loeal nud partial error in opinion as 
well as condnct. Elsewhere tho adtnission " ·ould be more nn· 
equivocal. Of such errors iu tenet, or in t u1npcr and feeling n1ore 
or less ha.rdened into tenet, there has been a crop alike abundant 
and tnultifarious. Each Christian party IS sufficiently apt to 
recognize this fact with regard to every other Christiu.n party; 



a nd t lt e l ll' •l't ' impnrtinl aw l ref lecti vc uliwls a re a ware that no · 
pa rty i:-- t·Xc lll }' t fi 'Uill 1ni:..chiefs, whidl lie nt the rout uf the Jnunn11 
con:-- ti t n t ivu in its wnrpecl, i ua pn ired, nn<l Jist ocn tc< 1 cone li t.ion. 
Xntnrn11y cllnugh, t lH:~e dt·fonuitie:) help to iutli:,po:-;c uwu towarlls 
l 1t:Jit · f : 1\ ll•] \\' ht · 11 this i nd i ~posi t ion has been dcye}opecJ l ll to n. Sj'[·d .Cill 

of 1 H ·~·n t i \ "<' warfnrl', all the fa nits of aU the Ch ristinn IJO< li es, n.ud 
sn h-< (i ,. i:-; i(lu:-; pf L<" I ics, arl', as it was nnturnl to oxpl'ct they would 
be, tan·fully rnkL·d to.t~\!ther, nwl l1ccomo pn.rt nwl pa rcel of thP 
indietlll ell t ngninst the divi11c s<.'hclllP of t·etl <.: Hlption. I ll l)tiee these 
thiu~~ iu t he ma;;s, without pn, .. ticulnrity, which tuight l11 : in,·idious, 
fo r t\n• i111pu rt ll11t purposes. First, thn.t we all , who hol<l hy tho 
uo~pcl <\ lli I the Clu·i~ tin n Chnn:h, 1JHLY lt:n.rn hmnility nnd lllOdesty, 
ns WL·11 11~ cluu·i ty nnd indlllgenCL\ in the tn·nbnent of opponent~, 
frnm '• lll' l' flll ~< · i on ..;nv~~ that we nll, niike by our exrtcrll'crn tiuus and 

~0 

ou1· ~hu t'lc llltings iu L, ·] il·f, no ltss thnu hy faults of cuuduet, Jm,·L· 
cu lltril•ntL·d t o l · ri n ~ ·· nl1ollt th i ~ condition of fn~hiounble hostil ity to 

~ ~ 

rc · l ig·i~>ns fa ith : and , ~l'cowlly, that we nuty resolutely decline to lJc 
hdc.l J,, ,tutd to tt'tH·t~ . or to COllSL'f[UCnces of tcucts, which rcpn~scnt 
nu t tJ ,,. gn·at "hri~tendotll of the past antl present, hut only some 
hoiL· nw l <:urnL·r of its Ynst orgn11izntion ; nn(l not t he hcln·enh· 
tn·nsu t'l\ hut the rust or the cnuk<'r to which that tn'asure has hecl l 
cxpu:-·~:· d throngh the it~ci ~..lcnts uf its cuf tody in earthen vessels. 

l do n•Jt retnetn tJcl' ever to hn.vc read It emu position, in \\·hieh 
the llh: l'L•1.r lo<:al coloriug of pn.rticHln.r, nnd eYen very litnitl'd 
se<:t i t ~n::; nf Christi ani ty , w ;ts lllore systetnntica.lJy n:~ed ns if it hnd 
bL"ell a\·~tilal,le nnd l ~·gitit llate al'gumeut against the "~hole, thn.u in 
th2 Hcply l 11 ·ful'(: 11:-'. Colonel I ngcr~oll writes with a rare aud 
t,;tn ·1 n.l ,] (' hri11n ncy, but n ]s,J \\' l th an i tupetns which he sce1us unnble 
to <..:u tt . ..-~~1. ])cnn tH: in ti(ltl , sarea.~t n , aHd inYcctive, tna y in cullsc­
Cj ll t·l t,·c· l.t. ~aid tu cou:--t itute till' stnp1o uf his work ; a;u.l, if nr~u ­
liH:Il t. ',r :--• llll l ! fa \·ural•le n\hni:;siou here m1d there peeps out for a 
nlotlldlt. t he writer soon ll'nses the th·y (ttl<l 1J<U'l'l'll heights for his 
fn,· ... :it•· ctnd · llwt·e luxnriuu==- galloping g t·uuucls beneath. Thus, 
witt 11 th·· J1, •ply hn~ tllllSL·cratccl n. line (N. A. R., No. 3i2, p. 47:J) to 
t hC' l'lt•i• ... ill!..!' <..:unb ·uqdHtioll of his oppoucut n.~ " llHtnly, candid , and 
g-e ll ,•l'l •n ..... !· it i ll lllled ia tl'ly devotes tuore thl\n twcl Ye ton, declntuutory 
':lennu(·iiltion of n. praetice (a~ if it were his) nJtog-cthcr contrn.t·y to 
g e ll l 'l'< ,:-;it~· and to can dol', nne l reproaches those who expect (ibid.) 
"to r (•Ct·i \'t! n~ nl111 :-\ an l'ternity of joy." I tn,kc this u.s a specitnen 
of the uwde of stntcuH.mt "~hich penncntes the whole Reply. It is 
not the stn.tctnt:nt vf nn untruth. The Christian receives u.s u.lrus 
all 'vhut5oever he rl·cein~s n.t nll. Qni salt·undos sal·vas gratis is 
his soug of thankful praise. llut it is the stutetncnt of one-hu.lf of 
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a truth , whit·h lin ~s only i11 its ent iJ'('ty·, awl of ,,·hit·h th t: Ht·ply 
g-iv('s us m.,ly H JIIHllgl ~·d nwl l,J, .\.'tlillg fi'llsfiOJt. Fot• tht • ~·~~~JH•l 
t .. aehl's thnt the fai th w hieh sa ,-,.·s i .~ n 1 i ,.i ng- n nd ')lll\l'gizi11g f:ti t h. 
and t hat the IIJnst ('t't.:t·iuns part t) t' t hl• nlms wltich ,, ... l't 'CL'l\'t.: lit•s 
in n11 .. t hieal nnd spirit.nnl ])J't>ePss, wh i•:l1 partly tpmlitiL's f{l l', 1,ttt 
nl ""n and t> lll phntit·n II,\· <'IIII I) " JS~'S 1 this c•uu t".·J'J'(•d ~ ~ t-t ! l'll i ty 11t' j oy . 
H t·"' !:tWI' this l'th! t·: d dt·tlll'llt t n tl 11· dnetrilll' fri)JJI wh i<·h t il t' Hl'pl,,· 
has rnclt ·ly displnct>tl it, nnd the whnlt · fo1·ee of tlw assau lt is .~·unl·, 
fo t' t ltt•J't! is no w n t.t>ta l ah:-:~.· t ll't' (If pni11t in t.}w ncensatiull ; it eo111•·~ 
t~lll.\· to this. that t• lliPl'C,\' nnd jw 1.~'11Wltt are lll t•t. t.ngethe r ," a11•l that 
'' ri g·h t(•t m:-;nc>s~ and pc •:t<:l' han~ kis:-;1·d •·neh utllt· r " ( P:-;. lxxx ,·. 10 ). 

Pt!t·hnp:.;, u.s \\'l' JH·oe,·c·•l. t lll' l't ' will l,e supplied nlnp1 t·t· IHt·nn :--. uf 
.i lld.~·i11g· \\'lH·t het· t ;Uri W<tl'l'HIIted. i tt saying th:tt t he ill .... t:lll l't' I lut\'t: 
Jt, ... ,. ~~·in·n is n Jllll'tll:tl in4n llt:l' qf n l )l'aetil''' so l:u·•r•·h· l'•dlo\\'t•cln. ..... 

0 :-"\ • 

tn dh·e:-;t the t·ntirl' Heply qf t hat l':l lut iH':-.:-.i nnd ~~~l ,rid,y " f lli ''''L' -

IIH'nt \\'hi eh n.n· ps:.;ential to tlw just • ·x~...·n·i:-;l' of ti ll' r•·n..;nnill'" }'u\\"t·l' 
ill ... uld• ·et tllntt•• r nnt ouly g ra\:<., lmt sulern 11. Pasf·;d hns ~tppJi,~rl 

. 1 " I' . . 1 I , . I . I f' n:-;, 111 t lt' J'n \ ' llH'Ia 4•·ttt •t·s, wtt 1 nn U lll'jlll' t•\:HIIIP , . u ea.sy , 
Ll'illinut, and faseillati11g trL'ntm.·nt 11f a thPliH' l,qtlJ pruf"und nnd 
( ·o 111 p 1._. x. B n t w Ia e t't ~ s 1w ll w e till d a 11 u t h t' r P a :-.e a I { .t \ wl , if we 
h;td fo1111tl 1Ji111 , lit' \\"oUJd PH; t • n titlt~d to point 11\lt tt~ llS thnt thL• 
fnt1ton :.; \\'CJI'k wu..; not l··~s rl nsl' a.nd Jqn·ienl than it wns witt\·. I n 
t hi~ cn..;e, all a.tt e1npt :tt t••mtitHI•,Ih ii.ri~l!lll'llt apjH·:tr:..; tv be d~li1Jel'­
n.tt• ly 1d ,_j nn·d. not tJnly a:.; ~ ., pn,!fco", l 'lit. a:.; uut,\· nltJin~t IH_' ;-;a.id, e \·en 
n"' t1) lint·s. T h• · pnpPI', nntt'\\·,• r th.' · n;.; it is, lean·:-:; nn my 111incl th1) 
itll}ll'l '!"\!"\l1Hl of n lmttl( ·-1-il' ld ,,.hPrt · .. ,., .r,\· llllUl strik, ·:-; a.t 1' \ ' t •ry 11Htll, 

nw l a 11 is noi:-:1' , hurry , awl con fu :-;iuu. H,·ttet·, surdy luld it l)eL:Il. 
nntl \\"lll'tlli•·r of the ,!:!Tl·•tt \\"t..'l .!.!.'ht a11d t•l••\'ation of the :..;ul~i··ct, if 
tlH~ con t.t·ovt.· rs\· Jw.,llu·•·n \HL~'t :d nftc·J' t h l' p:,tkrn of those t•JI~fl.!.!,'e­
Jnc·nts \\"h t.> l'l ! '~ c·h•J..;.._•H eltnJJI}~iun 1>11 ~ith1 · 1 .... ).ll·, in ;l :.;pat.:, • Pal\'·ft;lly 
litllit<·d awl rt.'!"\l' t'\·ecl , clews l•nttle on lwlllll f of l 'lH.' lt silt-11t llll'-l 
ex1wctnnt hu:-;L The pro r nisewm~ crowd:-; l'I'}H't•:-:ent all th•· ln\\·er 
elenlents which Pnte t· in tn hnJJl<\H cuntliet . ..;: ti n· chu!"\l'll champions. 
n wl the n l'tlel' o f th t~i1· proceed in~-. signi fy tl1" dt)J!Iillinu of l't':tson 
oYer fot·ce, fuHl its jnst place n.s the ~o ,·e t -..\ign arl)itl! t' uf the g rL•nt 
questions that in,·oln.~ t he main dt•:-:t iny of l ll«,Ul. 

I will gi,·e nnothcr iusbuwt• nf tht~ tuntn1tnon~ mcthnd in \d1ich 
the Reply conducts, not, i11deP• 1, its a l'g ument, 1 ,nt its CO$(\ Dr. 
Field had exhibited an example of ,,·hat he t.hnnght snper:-;titiun, 
nnd ha(l dt'tl\Yn n. distinction heb\·een supers tition nnd relig ion. 
But to the author of the Ueply all l'l'ligion is ::;upersti t ion, and, 

c;lCcurtlingly, he \\Tites as follows (p. + 7 5): 
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1
' Yon ar~ ~J.ockt!tl nt. tho I1indoo mother, whrn she gin.'s lH·r· 

child tt.~ dt.1Hth a t the snppose<.l connnnnd of her Gml. \Vhnt do yuu 
t h ink pf ..:\.bruluun? of J ephthnh? \Vhn.t is your opinion of J cho\'n h. 
It i mscl f ? " 

Takin~ tlw~c three appeals in the rc,···rsc ortler to that in \\'l1ich 
t h• ·y a t't.-' writLt ' ll , 1 will briefly ask, us to the closiug clml1euge, 
\1 \rhnt dn \ 'ott thiuk of .JchO.\'nh hiutself?" wiH:thcr this is the toue 
in wltieh ~._,J llruve l·sy uught to he ca.rri eJ ou ? Not ouly is the 
tl«ltll'' 11f .J •. honth Pnci rcled in the heart of c \·ery believer with tlae 
prufnnnd•·:'t, t't: \ "('1'\.'! tC'C nrul 10\'(.•, bnt the Christin.n religion t.eache~, 
tl 11'c 11 1 ~·h t h,· ] nearnntion, n cloctritt (.· of personal union with God so 
l()ft,\· tbn t it can only he approached in a. deep, re ,·e n·nt.ial cahn. I 
d~~ 11"t dtttly t hat n. pnr~on who d<·l·nas a given religion to l1o 'vi eked 
11 t<l,\" I... J,., I ou \\';u·d I )y logical <:o11sish·ucy to i 111 pugn in stt·oug 
tl'l'lll"' tlw l'llilractcr of t he Antbor aud Ohjcct of thnt n_. li~ion. But 
lw ;:- ---ur··h· l•nnnd },y t he laws of s11<:ial mora1ity awl dL·uencv to 
t·••ll .... i·l··l' \\~dl tit•~ t(•l'l;ls and the lllHillle l' of his illdi<'t.tnent. lf he 
r~~n H• !:' it u p• •n a) l".!.;'il t.ion~ of fnct, t hesP allegations ~lwn !1 l Le C1trc­

t'ull \' .. tar• ·d, :-:u a~ tu ~i ve his anta~ "OJ 1 ists l'ensonnble e\·ideuce tha,t 
t. ....... \' 

1 t i:-: tJ·n t h an~.l not te1 n1wr which wrings from hin1 a ~t'n teu<:e · 
.,f l'"lld•·lullat.iou. cld h·ercd in sobriety and :--ad lt• •ss , awl nut \Yi thou t 
a du.· t'tl!lii!Iis•Tat i()n t'ur· thnsc, wh01n he is attelllpting to nndcet•i\·e, 
wJt,, t!ai11k he is hitnst·lf both dt•eei,· ~.·d a11d n. dec~..·i ver, h11t who 
... lll't•ly «U'P ·· u ti tl t"~l, while this qnestic •n i' ill procPss of dt •(·i:.;ion , to 
n··ptir.· tha t Jl t.) whotu th.·y ndot't• ;.; ltou i~; nt l ea~t be tren.ted with 
tJt,, ... ,. de(·•·n t r •·s•' l'\"CS which nre de(' Jl\ t•tl e~sC'lltin l when u.lnunan 
! ,~_·i n~. ~ay n. pan •nt, \\·it'e, or si:.;tel', is in qul'stion. .Bnt here a 
cu llklllfltllo •ll :-; l \-'fe l't ' llCe to .J ,·lw\'nh t'oii() \Y!", uoi upon n, ca1·eful 
ill\·, .... t i!..!·ati .. n , ,f the ea~~ ·:-; of ..:\hrahaJu awl of .f<·phthnh, bnt npon a. 
Jll•·r•· ~llltJllm ry eitati•nt of tlwnt to sUtTt :nd~·r tlH.'lltseh·es, so to 
~p· ·ak, n~ enlpt·it:' : thnt is to sn.r , a ~nmwous to accept at once, on 
tl u· ;t.lltho•·ity nf the Ht·p1y, th(· \·i\.·w which the \\Titer is plen.sed to 
ta k,• .,f thnH • cnsPS. I t is true that lu· as~nrc~ u~ in anotlu:r part 
nf h i-.. pnper that h l' hn,~ l'Pl\.tl the Seripttll'• •s with enn' ; m1cl I feel 
l ,Pn ncl to acet•pt this a;.;snt·a,t1Ce, but nt the ~ame t.iuw to add thu,t 
if it hn ·l not heen given I shou]cl, for one, not have tnade the 
di .... (·u,···ry. l•nt tn ight ·have ~npposecl that the anthor had galloped, 
u. •t th rungh, hut about, the :'ncred vohlllll'. as a 1nan glances over 
th~ · pa6e:' vf ~n ordinary n ewspaper or novel. 

.:\ lthuu~h there is no n,rglltrH•ut as to Abt·nlutlll or tTcphthah 
•·xpr .. ~:-\·_.d upon the snl'i'nce, \Ye mnst as~nu1e that. one is intended, 
and it s~e t n:; to be of the following kind : "Yon are uot entitled to 
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rcpl'O\'C tho liindoo tuuthcr who cH:;t lu .. ·r child uudPr Ut f' wht·<·l s of 
the cu.r of J ug-gcrnnut, for you 11 pprovc of the cund net of .J t · p lt thn.h ~ 
who (proLo.J 1ly) !'ncri ficed his dn nglL t er in fu I ti lttt•:ut of 1t vo 'v 
(Jn<lges xi. 31 ) that he would urake a burnt otli • l'iu~ of wllnt~< ,v \'e t·, 
on his safe l't~ tlu · n, he should meet cn11ti1 1g' forth frotn the door~ of 
his tlwellin~." Xow the 'rhule force ol' thi s rt.·juiw h·r d t.•pt. ·w l~ upon 
our supposed ot•l igntion as 1>£! lic \' ( • t·~ to n.ppro\'e t hP (·OIH luet of 
J ephthnh. It i ~, th(•rcfore, n \'c ry ~e rious qn"~ t iuu wht· tlH't' W<! a t·e 
or nrc 11ot so ol,I ig cd . Hut this q tH·~ ti on the Heply dues not con­
descend eit.hc· t· to a a·gnc, or c\·en to ~tate. l t j u utps to a n ext.l'Ctne 
couc:lnsion withont the d ecency of an intt;nnedinte ~ t(lp . Are not 
such uwthod~ of proceed ing ruot·e ~uit.ed to pln.cartls n.t a n election, 
than to di:.-quisitiuus on tll<.'~e 111o~t sulemH su bjects? 

I a m aware uf no n ·ason why n.ny Leli•.! \'t l' in Chri ~tinnity should 
not be free to canvn.~s, l'l·grct, condem n tho net of J ephtluth. So 
fnr us the narration which details it i~ ct,nc:erueJ , there i~ not u. 
word of sanction .9i ven to it more Uutn to the fal snhood of .Abraham 
in Egypt, or of ~Jncob and Hcl,ecca in the tnatter of the hn11ting 
(Uen. xx. 1-18, nnd G(•n. xx iii.) ; or to thu disscrnbling of Saint 
l \ !tcr in the cnsc of the Judaizing con,·erts (Gal. ii. 11 ). I a1n n.wn.re 
of no color of npprovn 1 g ive n to it els~"·h cre. But possiLly the 
author of the Heply tnay ltaYc thought he fonncl ~nch a n approval 
in tho fn.tnous e leventh chapter of t he Epistle to tho 11 eLrews, 
\\·here the apof' tl e, handling his subject with a discernment unJ care 
very diftereut frolll those uf the Hoply, writes thus (llcb. xi. 32) ; 

".A.nd what shall I sny more 1 F oe the ti me , , .. onld fa il me to 
tell of Gideon nnd of Barak nnd of Snmson , and of J ephthnh : of 
D avid a.lso, and Smnue1, nnd of the prophets." 

Jephthah, then , is rlistinctly held up to us hy a cnnonicnJ writer 
ns n.n object of praise. Uut of pra ise on what account ? \Vhy 
should tho Heply assu111c tl1at it is 0 11 a ceon n t of the sncrifice of his 
child ? '.l'hc writer of the 11 c.·pl,v hns gi\·L·n us no reason . nnd no rn.g 
of a r ensou, in support of such n proposition. But this wns the: 
very thing lw ,, .. ns Lound ·by cvet·y cuns idcra tion to prove, upon 
n1nking his intl ictJnent ag·ai n~t the Almig h ty. In tny opin ion, he 
could have one ren~on onl.r for not g i \·iug n renson, nnd thnt was 
that no renson could be found. 

The mntter, however , is so full of interest, n~ illustrating both 
the tnethod of the· Heply and thnt of the Apostolic writer, that I 
shall enter farther int o it, nnd (lra'v attention to the very remark­
able structure of this noble chapter , which is to Faith \Yhat the 
thirteenth of Cor. I. is t u Charity. Frotn the first to the thirty-



fi rst \ ' P I' "-1'. It t'ltllllll•'lllol'utc•s th11 aehit~\'PIIH ' ll t "' of fni th i n t.c ' tt 
1 "' ~'-""" ll :-i Alu·l. En t~<.•h. ~onh , J\ ltrll iJUJll , ~nrah , 1:-;I IHC, .Jueo lt, . J o~t' ph . 
~1 ''""1..!=' (ill ~r··ntl' l ' d· ·tnil thuu any Hilt ' ,.) ..... ). nnd tinn ll,\· Bnlwl•, in 
wl 1nlll , J ni'"'' J'\'t• ill t•n -.;:-'i llg'. it will hnrdl,\' IH• prt•t• ·nd t•d that . ..: h l' 

"I'JII'I\1'' in tl1 i:-. li "t 1111 ru·c·•• tlllt. of tit •• pn •t'•··""ifJII she hnd ptu•stu ·d 
Tl~t · ll < '•'l ilt '~ tl~t · ra pid r• ·1·i tnl ( ,., :u ), wit. ltuut n11y :-.p t•ei li<·ntio n uf 
p :at·t ir· ~tl : ll'"' wl tn tP\·• ·r , 111' t lw"'•' fnHJ' 1111 lilt 'S: ( :idc •ull , Bnt·nk, Snlll:-'1111 , 
,J<.}'It tltHh , ~ ~ · .x t fc.lltt\\'S 1\. ki nd of l't •('IJ II IIIH 'Il ('t•JIH ' Il t , indil'll tt •d J,y 
I IJ ,. \rflt •d "'·""; Hlld thP .~Joritn & :-; neb Hlld su tJi •ring:-; o f tilt! )H'Il)'IH ·t~ 
Hl'l' ...;,. , l'ell· th ln t·.~ · ·l y . witl1 1\. singn ln.t· }"'Wt ' l'l\ll d \\'ll l'll tllt , lt e•ntlc ·d J,y 
fi ll' ll <~ tn c·:-- ~. r l>n,·id nnd ~~un ud , the.· t't's t. u l' t it .... .:;nl' l't•d l111nd l~t · i n u-..... 
l : I t ' II t j II Ill • .j u II 1\. j ll t h l' II Ill S~ • . 
~''""· it i~ "' un·h· \ ' 1' 1' \ . J 'c•ltllll'kul,J~" thnt, ill t lt .. wl tolt~ td' U ti~ . " 

l'e c•i tnl. til•' Ap·•-.tl ... Wll"""' ' '' f,•..t.~ \\'I'J't • ~h tul with t:lu · pt't ' Jllli'Hti lltl ~> f 
t.I J•• "''''t'''' Pi' l"'i\t't· .'· :-;c••· tn :-; \\'it.h a t,.n.J, •r in:-.titwt l 11 n ,·,,j,J 1\ JI\' thitl". 

~ ' ~ 

likl' ,..., ) )'t•...,..; q)l t It•• t'XJtl" it:' o f \\'H I'I'ill l':-.. ()f t )It ' t,\\"1'1\·c• }ll! l 'SI )Jl :-\ 

IDtvi t l:.!' 11 :-. I PII'c• in t lt l' de•t nill·d t•Xp~t;-;ition s. J)u ,·id is tlrt · 11ll l,r \\' lliTior, 
n11d hi:-. ~·hnr:wt r• 1· n-; n 11 11 111 ., f war i ~ .,..Jjl,:-;, •.1 ),, . h i:-\ •rt·•·lltt •l' nttt·i · . ·"" 
!tnt•·' n" a proph•·t. Il l' dc·t·lnr,· r ~~r tit •· J) ,,·int• t'Ollll"t'ls. It is y~.· t 
111 • r~ · ll lll t ' \\·n rth\· tltnt .)"shun. wh•• l111d ... o fnit· 1\ fn tuc·. l,ut who wns 
11111,\· n wnrri•n-, is 111' \ ' 1' 1' lllllllt •d iu t.ht · ehnptt •r . ;l ll d wu Hl't ' si ntpl,\· 
t•dd thnt " hy f;~i t h t ilt · wnll" .,r .l t• J'il'll" f l' l l dtt\\'11 , nfte•t' tlr·~'Y ltnd 
1,,., .11 t'tllll)'ii: ... , . .J nl•ont sc •\'• ' 11 ti lt H':-; " ( ll t• ltn•\\·:-; x i . :HJ). B{lt t he 
"'' 'I'll'.; ul l t ll ll' II H II II':-;. \\'ltlth llt't ~ crin•IJ WlllHlllt ;\II\• " j>t't: llieatitHI (If ..... . 
th. ·ir t.itl t· t11 apju •n r i11 Llw li:41 nrc • n.ll lllliiH'S uf disti t t .~ll i:o;;lt c•l 
\\';JJTilll' ...... . T il,.,,. lt:1d a ll done• grc•at 11et.s of fa ith nwl pntt·iotis tn 
n~·:li th l till' •'llc •tni t•:-; •.!' l:-; l'n1 ·l,-f ; jd,·cHt n~·nin .'o\t t hv ~Ii dia11it..-~, nnel 
Hnrnk ;t~·; tiJJ .... I til t' h tt..:,t.:-; o l' Syrin, Satns~t ll n .~n i11 :-. t U11• Phi listi tll •:-. , 
n 11 d . I t '1 , It t l1n h n ~·n i 11 :-; t. t l It' t' h i I rl n ·n u f A 111 1 tt t >11. T h • · i l' t i t 1.. to ll )•) war 
ill tl~t• li:-.t, nt nil is in Llu·i r aet :-: 11f \\'/li ". Hlld t.lw lllltd(• c)f their t r••at ­
lll• ·lat n..; JJll ' ll uf war is in stri k ing· iH'l'Ol'du ll L't ' with tlt c• ll iiHlt)git'S of 
t.lt ~· ('hiiJtlt ' l'. All Df tlwm hntl C«•lll llt it b ·d c• JTo r s . Uid .·on hnd a•rain 

1":) 

;llld n.~·n in tle •ln:l tlllc ·d a s ig·tl , nnd hlld nnuk· a goltl t•tt l'}>Jt .,d , " which 
thitt~'' '" 'I.'HlliP n :-;nn t't• 1111tu ( :idt·nu 1111.1 to his lt on:-;t•" (.J nc J .. ·es \'ii i. 

~ ..... 
:!.7 ). l brnk had rd'nst·d to go up ngilin:-;t .Ja l.in uu lc·~;-; J)ehornh 
w• •nld j11i11 tilL' \ ' t.•t lt tll'l' (,Jw lgl·s v. K). Satn s• •n had l•l·t •JJ in dn.llin.tlC(! 
with ])c•liln h. Last en t lll! .J~ ~phthn.h , wltu ltnd. It:-' \\ ' t • assume, ~acri · 
Jit·,·d hi:-: .Jnu~·ht t · r in fu! Ji llli L' IIt of u. ra!"lt """ ·· Xo one suppose:-; 
thnt a ll ,\ ' nt' t hc · e> tht •t':-\ fll 't' h o ll t>J•ptl b,\· JII P JJt.i u n in the' elHlptt~l' on 
ntl'•)H Jlt. of hi ~ s in nt· ~tTu t·: why should that :-;uppositiou be nu\de 
itt th t• east! of .Jcphthah , n.t th\3 cost of all th L• 1'\lles of Ol'dcdy 
int t! J'lH't•tat iou ? 
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lla\·iug nnw nu ;-;w(!)'<·d Uu.• chnl1 t~ngu ns t• • ,J ,·phtlmh, r procc.\ed tn 
tltt ! case of AJ ,r·nlullu . It would lltlt l.t! fail · to ~hd uk i'l't>l ll touchiu•r 
it i11 its b:wl ut·nst pqint. That pHint is now1H·re t'X}))'t•ss ly t.onch·~a 
l•y tho eoJnll ~elldn t.io ns 1,1 •s tow• ~ c1 ll pon A lu·nlllllll in Her·i ptn r·e. 'I 
sp~·nk now of tlJt! :·qu•eial fonu . ot' t iH• words that Hl't' <~wploye(L li t! 
is twt COllllllPJidt•d ht •(' :l \lS<', IH•ing- n. l'ntlwt·, lw mn.dt• al l th ._. prepnt·­
ntions nnll'cedPnt to plu11ging the kuife iuto l 1i . .:; soi L li e is CtJil l · 

tiH' lldt>tl (n.s l t't•Jul llw tPx t ) ht•en n;-;e•, lu l\' ill .~ l't ' (~t'i \· .. d n. .~~ori oll .' 
]H'omisP, n pl'otnise thn,t his wife should he\ n. tt ll)tht•r nf nations, nnd 
thut kings shoulcl IH ~ l u ,J'll of her (U t~n . X\' ii. G), nncl that l.y h is ~t.·"d 
tlw hlt•ssings of n ·cl c•mpti•>ll shol lld he COil\'e\'\'<\d tn ll lll ll , nw l tht: 
fultilnwnt uf this }ll'ou tise dl!}>l' tH1ing so1t ·ly ll} • '" t.lw life of I ~nne , 
ht· was, Jlt !Yc•r thdt!SS, will iug that th e~ ehniu of t h · ~s ' ! fll \)tll ise;s sho uld 
lu• hrokt •ll J.,, the ex tinction of that li fe, h ',UJ.-\l' his fni~h a . ..;snt·e•d 

him thnt. tl ~e Ahni ~ht,y woultl lind tht · .. a\' t n ~ivr~ t•fl\.•ct to II i.'\ 
U \\'11 d t:s i(')lh ( Hd ). xi. i 7 ~ l U). 'fhe otlt• rin~ ·,~r ;<ane j;-; l ll l' tlt,iuw·d 
H"\ 11 Ct.llll}'ieb'd of}(.•r i llg'. awl the intt'U dt •el J , l <~o,t} ,.,}t('d.Jing, uf which 
I shall . .;;Jwnk pt·es('ll tly, is not here brl)nglt t in tu v i·~w. 

The fn et.s, hoWf' \ '<•t·, which W<~ havo lwt'o t ·· ~ us, n.11rl which Hl'<~ 
frt·att ·d in ~<'l'iptul'e with cnutiou, n.re grave• nnd st.: Jtt l in .~. A fnt h('t 
i~ <·• •JiliiHllldPcl tt 1 sn ct·i t i c<• his sn n . ]-;, • f oi 'P conSUlll llJ H tion , tl1 P 

:-;;wriiic•e· is illtc> JTU}>h•t l. Yet thn i n h~nt i nn of o hc·dic •tl l't' lw.t l)t •eH 

forll l!'d and et>rti ti•·rl 1,,. 1\ srr i<''i of a<· ts. Tt 111:1..\' ha\·•· hc·• •l\ 
' lnnli fi,•d hy a "' '-""l'Y•• or'hnpt.! thnt Uo~ l would int•·rp:,st• l.e t'on~ tiH• 
fi ll:d <H.'t. lnt t of t-h i~ W (' lt n.,·e W) tl istinct statt .. ·u H·nt. n.11d it ean nnh· 
~t awl as Hll .1.11c1 WH.l.J(' Ct llljl ·ct un ·. It l lla,\· 1.1.' ('Ul}('(•dt•d that u;~. 
lli\lTa th·t· do· ·~ unt supply 11 !-' wit h a C011Iplt•t•• :-; tntc •tt. ,•ut of pn.l't.\('n­
lnr;-;. ThnL l~ .. in n· :-;o, it lH ·IJO\'t 'S ns to t n•a.d ('all l iuush· in H}•IH'tHWh in fr r> • ~ 

it~. Thus lltneh, h i) \\'(! \ 'e l', I think , mnx further l )r said: the COII I-

Jit ll l l d was ;lddt·,~ss"d to Al n·uha JH ,}ndt•r e•lw l itit~llS t!ss•mLin.ll v 
difler•!nt fr01 n those which now fk tertuine fur us th.· lit uits of t non~l 
o 1.1 i~a ti tJll . 

Fot· the conditions, l •oth sncia.Jly a n(l otherwi~t·. we1·e indeed \·e1·~· 
dim~ t·eut. The esti111nte of htnn n.H life at the t iuw ,,·n,s ,}jfi(~rl· ttL 
The po~ition of tht ~ fn,ther in the fn.lnily "··\,~ c l i Ht.~ rt- nt ; its llH.nn bt~ l':-~ 
w·ero re~-r•trdc•l as in some sense ht ~• prop01·ty. Th ere i ~ D\'ery rertS(>ll 
tu snpl~Jse that, around A.hrnJuun in " thu land of ?\forin.h," the 
prn.ctice of humn.n srw,·ificc a:-; an n.ct of relig ion was iu vigor. But 
"·e uany look Jnore ·c lee ply in to the llHtt ter. Accort Hug to the Book 
of Genesis, A.•.latn n.tH.l Eve wore placed under a ]a.\\·, not of consci~ 
ous1y pm·cch ·N.l right and wrong, but of simple obedience. The 
tree, of \vhich u.lono they were forbidden to ent. wn.s the tree of the 
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kr1nwh·d .~~' of good a nd e\·il. Duty lny fur them in foll owing the~ 
cnllllltn!ld of th ~· ~I u~t II ig-b ~ before~ n.wl until they, or their de:o;cend­
nn ts, :-;hnn ld lu·Culllt..! ea pa l de of a pprl'cinting it by u.n ethical 
~tH 1 u.lanl. Their contlitiun was grca tly ana Iog<JUS to that of the 
infa.ut, \Vho lttln~ ju~t t·eaelwd tlw .-.-tn.gc.• at whic-h he can c:outprehend 
tlwt l11~ i~ nrdc·rc·rl t~~ dtt tlti:- t.1l' that,, lntt uvt tltt' llnture vf the 
t hi ng- so ordered. To tlw t•x t.c> nutl :-;t.aw lard of right awl wroug, 
a11d '·to th ~" ohligatio11 it t· ntail~ f'Cr se, th~· child i::-; iHtt·odun·cl l ,y a 
p l'c •cr~:-;s g radually llllf~t Jd , ·d witlt the devclupllll'Ht of his nn.turc, n.nd 
tiH· l' pl'uing \lU t of what we t~: l'lll i\. lllond :-<t· llse. J.f Wl' pa~s at once 
from tht· epoch 11f Pnrnd i ~ .. to tl1<· periud uf t.hc prophets, we per­
c·t · iv~_ • tl~t· 1wportant 1~r''.~"~'' '~~ that ha:::: I H·en IHctde in the edncntion 
of tlw rate. Tht· . \h11i~ltt ' '· in Hi~ nwdiate intet·conrse with Isrncl, 
tk·igns to :t pp~.·al t,' illl •. i JH'[ ~_· pcwlt'Htly collCL• ived criterion , as to an 
arhit.t>t' h·tw~..~ell Hi:-: pvuplt • nnd ll itllsi'H. u conw, now, a.ntl 1ct us 
r~ ·a~on tt,P·t·tht·l'. :-;a ith dH· Lord '' t l~niah i. 18). "y,.t ve Sl~.Y tht) 
way of tl~ · Lord is not t•tpwl. llt·a r nuw, 0 ho11su of I~ ;·ad . is not 
11ay way •·1 11lal. att• 1111t .'· '·'ur W<\Y~ lllH.·qnal ?" (Ezl·k id xvii. 2;j). 
1 ·~.-tw~·<·ll tit··~~· tw~> t>p~ •<· h s how wid~· a spact• uf tnora.I t.eaehiug ha~ 
hf't·ll tra\· , · r~~·d : B 11 t ; \ l~rn ham, ~~J fa1· n,:-; w e 111ay j uflge frotn the 
pn~·~·~ uf Scri ptnn·, ltt•lfJll~S ('-~Sential ly to the Ad:unic r·~riod : far 
ltton• t l1 nll to tht· pn,J>h<'tic. The n otion of righteousnr·s~ awl sin 
wa.s nut i ndet•d hidd,·n frum hi Ill : trall -.;gres:;ion itself had opened 
t.hnt chnpt<•l', and it wn.s lll' \·er t o l.Je eluscc.l ; hnt a.s y cb they ln.y 
wrapp(••lnp, ~n tn S}H'; tk , in Di Yi n L· com1wtnd ant.l pruhibitiull. .And 
what ( rt ~<I t 'Olll llln nd,·· l. it wns for A ht·nham to be I ie , ·e thn,t lie himself 
wunld a.cl J·n~t to tht· ha1'11Wll \. of Hi~ own eluu·neter. 

• v 

Tht· t<lith of Alt,·alli\111 , with rt\~pl'ct to thi~ s upre1ne trinl, ap­
pear~ to ltnxe ll( •,•n Ct'Htn:.d in this, t hn.t he wonlcl trn:-.;t God t u nli 
t \ Xtrt ·ll l i ti e~, n.nd in de!-' pih· of all a pp• ·nnu1ces. The contwnwl r e ­
cei\'t~tl was oll\·i~ m~ l.'T itH:nusi ... tent ,,·ith the pl'muises whieh had pre­
ceded it. It WH~ nh-(1 intCil t~i~tl' llt \\·ith tltt •Jnornlity ttcknowlech!·ed 

• C.' 

in Inter tiua•s, ntHl pel'l111p:-; tc 10 definitely r e tlec:ted in our mind~, by 
an mta ch rnn is1n L'<l~Y tu t:t lll<'c • i Vl') n tl t hl' dn.y of .A bl'a luun. Thert? 
ca.11 Le little •luubt, as l,L·tweell th,·se two puiHts of vie\Y, that the 
strain upon his fnith wn::; fe lt mainly, to ~ay the least, in conuection 
with tht' nr:-;t Ill l' llt ioued. Tl li~ faith is H Ot wholly unlike the faith 
o f J .-~L; fur J (•b l·elie ,·ed, in de:-"'pitl' of what was to the eye of flesh. 
nn unri <rlJt.(·nu~ ~u\· t ~l'nllwnt .-)f the world. If we rnuv f-;till trust the 

~ '- " 
A nt.hori;wd Vorsion t hi~ cry w n:-;, " though he sla.y 1nc, yet ,,·ill I 
tru~t in hi Ill " \ •J oL xiii. l ;) ). This cry was, ltowe\·er, the l' x pres~ion 
of mw wht1 dia not cx pc ·ct to Ll' ~lain; null it 111ay be tha.t Ahrn.luun, 
'vhen h e said . " ~ ly ~o11 , G(ld will }Jl'O\' itlc Hint!-:~el f u, hunL for u 
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burnt oOering," uo t only bclieveJ explicitly that Gvd "'' •n l• l do 
what was right, hut, nwn~o,·cr, Lelievell in1plit:itly that a way of 
r escue ' yould be found for his son. I do not ~ny t hat thi~ case \s 
like the rase of J ephthn.h , where the intl'ud net ion of ditlicul ty is 
on ly gratuiton~. I confine myself to th•'Se prt)pn~it inu. ·. Though 
t he lttw of ntoral nction is the sante everywlwre and alwa.y:-', it i.s 
Yarionsly nppli cnble to the lnnnan b eing, u.s we kuo w frotu e.x peri­
enCl\ in the various st.ugcs uf his Llcvclo pineut ; nwl its 1ir~t fonu i:-; 
thnt of sitnple obedience to n superior w·hoin t here is every gronw1 
to tru~t. Awl furth er, if the few strnggliug rays of onr kuowledge 
inn. en.s<~ of this kin(l rn.t h cr cxhiLi t a d a l'kness lying arotttHl tts 
thnn dispel it, we <lo not even know all that \\'llS in the 11dnd uf 
Abraluun, n11d a.re nut i11 a euwli tion to pronounee llJI(Ill it, ntHl 
cannot, \Yithont <h·partttre from sonwl J'(•asoll, nhanc Ion that a nchor­
age Ly w hich he }'I'Ohal.] y h eld , that the law of ~atnre wa~ snft• in 
the hauu~ of t he Author of 1\at n1·•·, thoug h the lllen rl :-:; ul' t hL' l'l'<'tlll­

ciliation he tween the )a w and the appen ranees ha ,.e nut lwt ·n fully 
placed within our reach. 

But the Reply is not c·n ti tlcd to so wide nn tuJ ~W<' I' a~ that whi(·h 
I hnve g iven. I n t.hc pnrnl :cl \vith the cn.sl' of tlw Iliwl(•o wid(lw, 
i t sin~ ngn.i nst first princi ples. An e~tn.l.li ~hed nntl habitual praetiec~ 
of child -slanghtcr, in a eonn try o l:' an old a utl lcHJ'Jl• ·d l' i,·iliz;dion. 
prcst•nts tons n. ease totall y ditte rent from thL• iss u, . nf a c·c nnmnwl 
which \Va.s not dr.:'igncd t.o l.1c obeyed, nnd wl1ich belong-:' to a 1wrio<l 
when t be ycin.t·s of 1nnnhooc.l \Yf' rc associated in g reat part wi th t h•· 
character thnt a ppcrlniu:-; t o childhc)ud. 

I t ,\"ill already have hef'll seen that t he IIH' tho'l nf this H•·ply i:-: 
n ot to :u·~\W ~crionsly fro111 p(lint t o point , bu t t o ~e t unL in JIHt~:'L':O:, 
witl1oHt the lnLot· of proof, crowds of imputations, \vhich w n,\· IJ\'l.' l'­

whelm a n opponent like ball :-; front n ?nit ruillt:-t(;~': . As the <·hal'g,·s 
lightly run over in a line or two r eq uire pageti for f•x h il .. iti"n a,ud 
confutation, nn ex haustive nnswer to the Reply wi t hi11 the j ust 
li1nits of an article is on this account out of the que::;tion : awl till' 
only proper course ll'ft open see1ns to b e to 1na.ke o. sdect ion ,Jf 
\Vhat ttppears to be t he fn.vori te, or the most fortnidnble nnd tl'lli ng, 
assertions, uud to denl with these in the seriun ::; wny wl1ieh t he 
grave interests of the thcrnc, n ot th e manner of thr ir p r est·Htn t ior., 
nu1.y deserve. 

It \Vns nn observation of Aristotle that w0h,rht nttnclws t< • the 
undcmow;;tnttcd prc•positions of those who ar~' ~b le to ~p(·ak in n.uy 
given subject nlatter from experience. 'l'he Heply nbonuds in 
uudetnonstratc<.l propositions. They appear, ho \\'ever, t u Le delh·cred 
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withont an~· sensu nf :t necessity that either expl'1'i(· nce or l'(•n,soning 
a r e required in ordC'l' to gi\'e the111 n. title to aceept:ulCl·. Thus, for 
exantpll· . the systent of j}r. Dal'win i~ hnrl c·d ng-:tinst Christin.nity 
us a durt which <:an not ln1 t l,e fatal (p. 47:3): 

'' His d i~e•> \'t•r i es. en rric ·d b) tlu·i r lc·.~i ti 111 11 te ('(I JJ eln~ i()l1, destl'oy 
tlw cJ·eeds a11d s<tl'l't·d :--cript.nn•s of nmuki11d.' ' 

Tl tis widt~-S\\· 1 ·t· ping proposition is iuq u•s(·d upon ns with 110 

: :.:positic•ll of tht· h()\\' ot· the why ; awl t i ll' whole · c:ontn)\' t•rsy of 
l~t• lit·t' une nt ig·ht s u ppn:--t~ is to 1~ d(•tt~rruinPd , as if frntn St. Pt•tt ~ t·~­
l,u ro·, hy :1 ~· · t ·i (•s of Uth'tf.~f 's. l t i/'\ onl y ad\'HIH'1·d. ind( •t·d, to d.-enrnh• 
tht-'int~·,,d nctintt of J lnl '\\·in's llttllle 'in supp•)l'l of tlH· prupo:->ition. 
\rlli(·lt 1 l'•· t·tain l.\· shqnld snppurt a11d not eont•·st, tha t erro r a nd 
lHllle:->ty H l'1· l'nmpntiLit·. 

Or1 \rllHt .~· ··• ,wtd , t iH'll, n.wl !'or wllnt rcnson, i:-; tl11: syste111 of 
IJnrwiu f<ltal tu ,...;<.: riptl ll't~s :tlld tu crc,•ds ? .L do not t· lltt •J· into tlH! 
' llll':--tioll wlwther it has pa~st·d frunt tlte stage of working hypoth­
"s is illtl) that nf d('lll• >Jht. rntion, hut I assnlt1t', for th,• ptiq>u/'\OS of 
r1H· argm rH'l lf·, nil tltnt. in t hi .-; t'espt·tt, t he H.l'ply ean dt.•sirt;. 

lt is 111 )t p11ssi },}t• t.o d i . ...;eu\' l' l', frotll t he rn.udnn1 latt:.~·wtg< ' of the 
Ht•ply , \du·tht' l' t iH• "'ch,·ult ' of DaJ'\\·in is to S\\'P(·p :t\\'ay all th l'i~m , 
Ill' 1~ t o I Je ('oll t<·nt with (•x tingnish ing l't'Yt •ak.d n·ligion. If the 
Jnt t1' 1' is lll P:tll t, l shnnJ.J t'Pply tlJnt t}w JllOJ'UJ IJ ],...;tnry uf Jllill l , ill its 
prilwip·ll str,·:lln. hn.~ J ,~· t·)l distinctly nn :··; dn1i<) :l r:•t'}}J t] Jt 1 iir:-:-t 
llllt.il til l \\": and t hat tht• sneeinet. thoug h g rand aecoun t of the 
{ 'rt •nt io ll in (;( ' ll P~i~ is :.;i rt n·nlnl'h· accorclan t with t lw smne idt•a. hut 

.~ .. 
i."' wid t·r than l>a rwin i~nt, s iuee it i uc::lnde~ in thP gT:u t• l pn.>gT<.'~~iun 
t h t· in nninmtt~ wo rld ;~;-; \\·1: 11 as the hi!'bwy of o1·g-anb11tS. But, ns 
t ld~ 1'~>1lld 11ot. l.H .. · .""lJnwn wit hout lllnc·lt d,•tnil, t iH\ Hcply l'L' tlnces Jll e 
t11 tlt1 · w ·ee~;-; i ty IJf fn l l ll \\' i ll~.' its own lltlSatisfaetory example iu tho 
bald f••l'll1 nf an H"i'-'l'l'tillt!. thnt t lh·re j :-; 110 <:ttl(lra l)le g'l'' •llll l l fol' 
u ~~l Jt lllll!.!' t' \·olntion and n.~ n·latiun to he at n u·jauee wit h one 
Hlll•tiH .. ' l'.' 

If. howt~\· t·r ~ ihL1 tw ·aning lH1 tlutt tlt 1• is11\ is SWl\pt aw·ny hy ])nr­
wiui.•n u, [ oh-\(' 1'\. l ' t hat. as l,efuJ'P, we have on ly n.n lllll'i.'tlsouP<l 
d~Jg'Jlltt or dictu11 1 to d t•al with, mul, denJing perft)l'Ce \\·ith tho 
It llkllown, wu nre in dang• ·r ()f 1'\trikiug at a. will of thl' wi~p. Still, 
1 \·entuJ'P on re twu·king- t hnt t.he doctrine of EYolntiol! has acquired 
Loth pr;li :-\L' and di:-,pi·ni~o which it dnes uot tl e~l11Te. It is lawled 
iu t hu :-\kepti<:nJ ca.mp h_~cause it is snppu:o:t.•cl to get rid of tlw shock­
ing- id t•n of whnt arc t.e n1tetl sudd eu nets of cn~nt ion ; and it is as 
utt,iustl;r dispraised, on the oppoRing side, l1ecause it is thunght to 
bridge o \·er the gap between lWtll awl th l· iufl'rior animals, anll to 
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give emphnsis to the relation~hip between the1n. But long hefore 
the day either of )lr. Dn.n,·in or his grnndfnther, Dr. Erasnu1s 
Darwin, this relationship ha(l bc·en stnted, pe1·lutps even tnOl'l' 

etnphatically by one w·horn, were it not thnt I have snwJl title to 
tl<:nl in nndeu10nstrateJ assertion, I shoultl venture to call the n1ost 
cautions, the Inost rohu~t, and the n1ost cmuprdlell~iYe of on~· 
philosophers. Suppose, snys Bi:·dwp Butler (.Ana logy, Part 2, Chnp. 
2), thitt it \\·as in1plic(l in the tlntnrul iuunortnJity of Lrntes, thnt 
they n1ust nrrivc at great itttainuwnts, nnd becOine (li ke us) rntionrt l 
fiiHlnwral ag-ents ; even this wonhl be no difiicnlty, since we kno\\. 
not whnt ln,tt·nt powers and capacities they way lw endowed with. 
And if pride caus~s us to d emn it nn indigui ty that our race should 
ha vc proceeded hy propagntio11 frotn nn H:-'Ct·w.ling sea lo of inferior 
orgn11isms, \\rhy should it he a more rcpul si ve iclen, to hn.vc sprung 
innncdin.tely frotn sotJH~thing h:s~ than 1wu1 in brain and body, than 
to have l•een fa.shiuned accordi11g' to the expression in UL\ne~is 
(Chap. II., v. 7) " ont of tho du:-;t of the ground"? There are halls 
n.nd ga1leries of inti·odnctic,n in a palat,~, hut none in a cottage ; 
nnd this urri val of the creative work at its climax throu~h nn e \·cr 

'-' 

nspiri11g prepn.rn,tory series, rathL·I' than by transitiou at n step frotn 
the inanillln.tc nlould of earth, may tend rather to umgnify thnn to 
lower the crt·at)on of mn.n on its physica l ~ide. But if belief has 
(as COIH1IlOH1y) been premntur~ in it~ alarms, hn:;; uon-Lel i(·f been 
more retlt·cti \'e in its exulting anticipntious, awl it~ p;pnns on the 
assumed clisttppearnnce of \\·hat are strnngely ewmgh terllted ~nclden 
acts of creation fro111 the 5pherc of our study aud cuntemplation ( 

One strikiug eftect <1f the Darwinian theory of descent is, so far 
as I UIHlerstancl,to redue(~ the bread th of nil intt> rH~t:dinte distinction~ 
jn the £-;('nle of anin1n.te<l lifL·. It <lOt'S uot bring ,a,ll creatures into a 
single liuenge, bnt all <.li,·ersities are to Le traced back, at some 
pniut in the scale and by stnges indefinitely millut<•, to a cmnn1on 
ancestry. .All is done lJy ~teps , nuthiug l,y :-'trid es, 1l'ap~. or bonnds; 
all fl'01H protoplast a np to Shn.ke:-'pean·, ltW 1, again, nil from primal 
night and chaos np to protoplasJJJ. I do not ft:-'k , nwl 11.111 incont­
pet0nt t.o jutlge, whethei' this i~ ;unung the tl1ings proveu, Lnt I 
take it so for the sn kL"' of t he argu tnent ; awl I ask , tirst , why ftn<l 
\Vhcreby < loes this <.loctrine eliminate thl' idea of creatiori '? Does 
the new philosophy tench us thnt if the pa~snge fnnn pure 1·eptile 
to pure Lird is achic,·e<l Ly n spring (so to .spen.k) over n. chns1n, 
thiR intplies nnd r equires creation; l1nt if r cptll ... ~ pt\~ses into bird, 
and rudilncutn.l into tini shecl LircJ, by a thousn,ncl s lig-ht and but just 
discernil.,1e n10diti0.ations, each one of these is so ~mall that they 
are not entitled to a lHlrne so lofty, 11u1.y Lc set Llown to any cause 
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or no cnuso, as we please ? I should have supposed it miserably 
unphilosophical to treat the distinction between creative and non­
creative function as a simply quantitative distinction. As respects 
the subjective effect on the hutnan tnind, creation in sn1tdl, when 
closely ~·egarded, awakens reu..sou to adn1iring \VOtHler, not less than 
creation in great : unJ as regards that function itsc]f, to 1ne it 
appears no less thn.n ridiculous to hold that the broadly outlined 
and large advances of so-called ~Iosaisn1 are c .. eatiou, but the refined 
and stealthy onwurll steps of Darwinistn are only uw.nut'u,cture, and 
relegate the question of a cause into ohscurity) insignificance, or 
oblivion. 

But does not reason really require us to go farther, to turn the 
tables on the adversary, n.nd to contend that evolution, by h o\\r much 
it binds tnore closely together the tuyrincl ranks of the living, u.ye, 
and of all other orders, by so much the 111orc consolidates, enlarges. 
and enhances the true argument of design, and the entire theistic 
position ? If orders are not 1uutually related, it is easier to con­
ceive of them as seut at haphazard into the worl<.l. \Vc tnay, 
indeed, sufficient~y draw an ar~Ylltnent of design frotn each sepa rate 
structure, but we ba,·o no fur ther title t o build upon the position 
which each of them hollis as towards any other. But when the 
connection between these o~jccts has been esti'lblished, and so 
established that the points of t ransition a.ro uhnost as intliscerni bh· 
as the passage from tlay to night, then, indecJ , each prccedillg l':itagt> 
is a prophesy of the follo" ring, oach succecJing one is a JII Cmoria l 
of tho pn.st, and, throughout tho immeasurable series, every sing lt· 
1nen1ber of it is n. wit.nt·~s to all the rest . Th~ Reply ought surely 
to dispose of these, a.ud probably tnany tnorc Eu·g n111ents in the case, 
before assunting so nLsolutcly the rights of di<.;tatorship, and laying 
it down that Darwinism, f'arricd to its legithnn,te conclusion (aw1 I 
have nowhere ondcaYorcd to cut short its career), de~troys the 
creeds and scriptures of mn.nkind. Thn.t I nHty l)c the more <.lefinite 
in n1y challenge, I would, with all respect, ask the author of the 
Reply to set about confuting tho succinct n.nrl clear argument of 
his conntry1nn.n, l\lr. Fi~ke, who, in the earlier pn.rt of the siwtll 
work, entitled "~lnn';; Destiny " (~1acrnillan, 1\riondon, 1887) hns 
given what seerns to me an nclmissible and also striking interpreta­
tion of the lending Darwinian idea in its bearings on the theistic 
arguntont. rro this very partial trcn.tment of a great su~ject I BlUSt 

at present confine Inysclf ; and I proceed to another of the notions, 
as confident as they seem to be crude, which the Reply has drawn 
into its widecasting net (p. 475): 
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"\Vhy shonl<l Gocl demand a sac•·ifiee from JUHJl ? \\"hy should 
the iutiuite ask H.n vthing frotn the finite ? Shoultl tho sun bt~o- nf 

~ ~ 0 

the glo\v-worm, and shoul<l the Inonwntn.t·y spark excite till' c11\·y 
of the source of light ? " 

This is oue of the cases in which happy or showy illn~tratwn i.;, 
in the Reply Lefuro JII C, ~et to cnrry with a rush the position whidt 
argunwnt \vould haYe to approach nwre lnboriously awl more 
s}o,vly. The case of the g·low-wornt with tlw sun cannot but 1nove 
a reader's pity, it seems so very ha.rd. But let us suppose foe a 
Ino1neut that the glow-worzu \nts so constituted, and so reln.teJ to 
the sun that an interaction between them was n. fun<lnuwntal 
·Condition of its health and life ; thn.t the glow-worm ntust, by the 
ln.\v of its nature. like the moon, rcticct upon the sun, according to 
its strength t1rH.l nwasure, the light which it recciYes, o.uJ thnt only 
by a process involving that refl ection its owu store of vitality conltl 
be upheld ? It \Yill be sai(l that this is a. very large 1)et it iu to 
import into the g lo\v-worm 's case. Y cs, but it is the very petiti.o 
which is absolutely rcqui~ite in order to make it parallel to the 
cn.sc of the Chri stian. The nrgnmcn t which the Reply has to 
destroy is nnd Jllus t be tlu · Christian argutnent., and not some figure 
of strl\.W, fabricated nt will. It is n0cdl es~, pet·hnps, but it. is 
refreshing, to Cjnotc t lw 11n l~le Psnlm (Ps. 1. 10, 12, 1 ..J., 1.5), in which 
this a ssutnpt ion ~ )f the Huply is rclmked. " All the hea:-;ts of the 
forest are ntinc; nn l su are the cattle upon a thousand hills. . . 
If I he hungry I will not tell thee; for the w·hole world is 1nine, 
and all that is therein ... . Ofler unto God thanksgiving ; and pay 
thy vows unto the ~[ost IIighcst, and call upon ~le in the tin1e of 
trouble; so \Yill I hectr thee, and t hou shalt pt·nisr. l\fe." Let m~ 
try 111y hand at u. countet·-illnstrn.tion. lf tho Intinit c is to uutke 
uo deuutn<.l upon the finite, by purity of reasoning the g reut n.nJ 
strong should scarcely make th~m on the wea k t1nd s tn1tll. 'Vhy 
then should the fu.ther m;tke demands of love, obedience, and 
sacrifice, front his y oung child ? Is there not son1e favor of the sun 
and glow-,vorm her e ? But every uuu1 (.loes so n1a ke them, if he is 
a man ot sense n.ntl feeling ; u.nd he makes t hon1 for the sake and 
in tlie interest of the son himself, whose nn.ture, expanding in the 
\ntl'lnth of afl'cction and pious care, requires, by an inward L:1-w·, to 
return u.s \vell as to r cceiv·c. And so God ns ks of us, in order that 
what we give to Him may be far more our own than it ever wns 
before the giving, or than it could have becu unless first rendered 
up to !lim, to LecOinc a patt of \Yhat the gospel calls our treasure 
1n hco.ven. 
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Altlwugh the Heply is nnt careful to ~npply us with -u.:h!)s, i t 
(loes uut hesitate to ask for thcn1 (p. 470) : 

.. \Vhv shonl•l an infinitely wise ttnd powPrful God destroy th•! 
good n;1d p1·est>rvu tho vile ? \Vhy should He trc•nt all alike her~:. 
ltlld in auotlwr wurltl HHl.kt~ nn infinite t.litlcreuce { \rhy "ltnuld 
yonr Uod n.llow His worshippers, His aclorers, t o be de:-;troycd by 
His euetnics ? \Vhy !"lwnl<l l[u allow the holl<!st, the luYiug, tlH· 
nobll' to perish at the ~take ? " 

The. upholder~ of l~d i( · f or of revclntion. from Ulaurlin.n tlowll to 
Cardinal !\ ('\\'lll:tn (s<'t~ the \'cry r e11mrkable pnssng,• of the A }HJlV!Jirl 
J'1' 0 v·ita~ .-:1u 1, pp. : ~ 7 0- 7 ~·)) . cannot a11<l do nut., se(·k to deny tltnt the 
methud ~ of diYitw gnY, •I'Hllte nt, us tlwy are exhibited l,y experience, 
pre~ent to us 11Hlll,\' nwl va.rie<l tnoral proulems, illsolnLic hy our 
unrlerstaJlLlbtg. Thei-1· exist.L'nce nuty Hot, nnd shoulfl nut, be 
clissemhlerl. Hnt neith• ·l' should they be exaggerated. x()\V exn~­
<re rntion bv Hl L'l't; sn~~t'!:'tiun ]s the fnult, the 

0
t1}a.rill£!' fault., of thesL' 

0 ·' '· ,. ..... 
q ueri(·S. One whn 1m~ uo knuw ledge of lllUlHin.ne afti1irs ho;vow l 
t he concept it>ll they i11~inuate would n.ssmne thnt, as a rule, e \·il ha~ 
the uppc·r hnnd in the HHtnngement of the world. Is this the gra,Vt~ 
philo;:.ophien,l conclusion of a cnreful ouserver, or is it a crude, lu~sty : 
and careless ov('rst.n.t ement 1 

It is nut ditli cnlt to conceive how, in times of sadness and of 
stor1n , w h l' u the st~~t\·riug :-:onl can discet·n no light at any point of 
t he horizon: plitce is found for such an idett of life. It is, of con rse, 
opposed to the Apostolic declaration that godliness hath tl1e promise 
of the life that now 1s (1 Tim. iv. 8), but I am not to expect such a 
decln.ration to be u.ccopted as current coin, even of the meanest 
value, by the author of the Reply. Yet I will offer two observntions 
founded on experience in support of it, one taken fr01n a limited, 
another from n larger a11d 1nore open sphere. John \\"esley, in the 
full prime· of his n1ission , w·arned the conYerts whmn he was 1nn.king 
It \Vas among English laborers of n. spiritual danger that lay far alwa<.l. 
that,becorning gorlly ,they would becomecnr·cful,and,becOiningcarcfn] , 
they would becornc \\'cnJthy. It W itS a just and sober forecast, and 
it represented wHh truth the general rule of life, although it be a 
rule perplexed with exceptions. But, if this be too nnrro\Y n sphc·re 
of obsen~ntion, let us take a wider one, the " ' idest of a.ll. It j:-; 
c01nprise<l in the brief statement that Christendom rules the \VOrl1 1, 
and rules it, perhaps it should be added, by the possession of o. ,·ast 
~nrplus of n1aterial n.s well as 1nornl force. Therefore the assertions 
carried by implication in the queries of the Reply, which are 
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general, arc because general untrue, although they might ha.ve been 
irue within those prudent lixnitn.tions which the uwthod of this 
Reply appearH especially to eschew. 

Taking, t hen, these chnl1 cngt ~s ns they ought to have Leen given, 
I cHhnit that gren,t believers, who have been ulso great masters of 
wistlolll an<l knowledge, are nuL a l 1le to explain the inequal ities of 
ndjnstment Let ween humn.n 1 ,eings and the conditions in w hieh 
they hnse been set down to work out their dest iny. The clima.x of 
these inequalities is perhaps to Le found in the fact that, wh1 !rea~ 
rational Lclief, viewed at large, fonnds the Providential gove i'lHllent 
of the world upon the hypothesis of free agency, there are so 1nany 
cases iu \Yhieh the overbearing nutstcry of circumstnuce appears to 
reduce it to extinction or paralysis. N O\\p, in one. !:'ense, without 
doubt, these difficulties are mn.ttcr for our legitimate n,nd necessary 
cognizance. It is a duty incumbeut upon us respective1y, accord ing 
t.o our n1eans and opportun ities, to deciJc for ourselves, by the use 
of tho faculty of reason g iven us, the g reat questions of natural 
and rcvealetl religion. They are to be decided according to t he 
evidence ; and, if \Ye cttnnot t ri111 the e\·idence into a consisttnt 
whole, then accor<li ng to the Ln.lanee of the eviJence. \Ve are not 
entitletl, either for or against Lelic· f, to set np in this p rovince any 
1·ule of inve~tigation, l' Xeept such as cmumon~sense teaches us to use 
in the onlinn.ry conduct of life. As in ordinary coucluct, so in con­
sidering t he basis of belief, we at·e I >onnd to look a.t thP eviJence u..s 
a whole. \Ye have no right to denuuH] dcn1onstrative proofs, or t he 
removal of all conflicting eletuents, either in the one sphere or in 
the other. \Vhat g uides us sntlicien tly in 1nat~ers of connnon 
practice has the very same authority to guide us in matters of 
speculation ; tnore properly, perh~ps, to Lc called the practice of the 
soul. If the eYitlence in the aggregate shows the being of o. tnoral 
Governor of the world, with the same force as \vould suffice to 
establish an ohligntion to act in a 1nn.ttcr of cotnmon conduct, we 
arc l>onnd in <lnty to n.ccept it, ,1Hd have no right to demttnd as a. 
condition predou~ that all necn.sions of doubt or question be removed 
out of the way. Onr <lemn,nds of evidence must be limited by the 
general reason of the case. Does that general r eason of the ca~t} 
n1ake it probable thn.t n. iinite Leing, wi t h n tini te place in a corn­
prehensive schetue, deviseu and a<.hninistercd by a Being who is 
infinite, wonl<l be able either to mnbrace within his view, or r ightly 

· to appreciate, all t.he 1notives t\nd the ai1ns that may have been in 
mind of the Divine Disposer 1 On the con~~:ary, a detnand so 
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unreasonable de~erves to be met with tho scornful chn.llongo of 
Dante (Paradise xix. 7D) : 

Or tu chi sei, che vuoi scderc a scranna 
Pot· gh~tHcar tla hmgi mille miglia 
Cona vctluta corta d'uua spanu" 1 

1Jru1ouhtedly a g rcnt deHl here depends npon the IJUe:;tion whether, 
u.nJ in what deg-ree, our knowledge is litHited. And hel'c the Heply 
soerns to be bv no JnetttlS in accord wit}~ Newton nnd ·with Butler. 
Hy its conten;pt for authority, the Reply sl'em~ to cut otr frotn us 
u.ll kno\vlcdgo that is not at tirst hnnJ.; but then also it seents to 
nssurne an original and tirst Jmnd know·ledgc of all possible kind:-; 
of things. I will t n.ko an instance, a ll the t~n.~i~·J' to deal with 
.l;ecn.usc it is outside the imme(linte sphere of contron~ t·sy. In onu 
of those pieces of tine writing with which the H.cply alJotnHls, it i . ..; 
tletcrn1ined obiter by u. backhanded stroke (N. A. R. , p. 4Hl) that 

: ~hnkt!speare is " hy fa r the grentest of the lnnnan race." I do not 
fl•,•l ': ntitled tn n~scrt that he is not ; but how vast and colllplex n .. 
f]Uestion is here dt·t~I·mint~d for us in this airy manner! Hns the 
writ..e r· of the Ht.·ply n•a lly weighed tho force, antl 1 nc<tsut·ccl the 
sweep of his 1)\Yil words ? \Yhether Shnkesp,•are has or has uut 
tlw primacy uf g-enius nVC'l' a very few other names which ntight bu 
placed in con1petition with his, is a question which hn.~ not yet been 
cl,~termined by the general or deliberate judgment of lt!ttcrecl llHln­

kiwl. B~tt behind it li e:-; n,nother qnestiou , in~xpressil, l.r difficult, 
-.. dxe~.~p\: for t lw H('ply. tC.l soh· e. That <]Ut:stil)n is, what is the 
!'elation of lnuwu t gl·nins to hnmnn greatw·s~. I s genius the sole 
con::;ti tutive L\ 1 \~me ut of gTe<ttllt~s:-: , or with what other elements, and 
in wh<tt l'elati on~ tn t. l1 elll , i~ it combined ? I s every 1nan gren,t iu 
_pt·oportion t.o his genius ? \Ya.s Gold:"mith, ot· was ~heridmt , or wn.s 
Burns, or ,·;;ts Byro11, or wa~ Goethe, Ot' was :X;,pole<)]l, or was 
Alcibindes, no sma11<' t', 1111d wn,s t.Tohnson, or was Howal'd. or was 
'Vn.sh ingtnn , or wa:s Phoeion or Leonidas no gt••\nt.er , thnn in propor­
t ion to his gmtin~ pi'OJwrly :-;o calkd ? How nr · Wl\ t o find a cmn-
11\0 n Jnen$Ut'e, ng;tin, t'nr ' li rlerent kinds of g t'ei.ttw!ss ; how weigh, 
for cxa1nple, ]) ante ag·~tinst .)nlius Cmsar ? And I LUll speaking of 
greatness properly so called, not of gooduoss properly so called. \Ve 
n1ight s(wm tn l.e dPaling with a \\Titer whose conte1npt for 
authority in g~ .~ ueraJ is fully lnt,lnnccd, perhaps outweighed, by his 
respect for one authority in particular. 

rrhe religions of the world, again, have in nlnny cases gh·en to 
many n1en tnaterial for Iift.•-long study. The stutly of the Chl'istiun 

. Scriptures, to say noth ing of Christian life and institutions, has 
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lJccn to mn.ny and justly fau1ons men n study '' 11 <' \'Pr ctHling, ~till 
·beginning" ; not, like the world of Alexu.udeJ', tuo 1 ilnitcd for the 
powerful faculty thn.t rnnged O\·er it ; but, 0 11 the routrn.t-y, opening 
height on height, n.nd with deep un~wering tu deop, nwl with 
increase of fruit e\·er preserihing ill CI'l 'H.SO of em>rt. Hut tho Reply 
.has SOUJHl t•d all these dcptlts. has fonnd tlwm vcr·y shallow, and is 
quite able t ( ) point out (p. 4UO) tht\ wny in which the ~ ·u.,·iour uf the 
\Vorld tni (•·ht hnse been n tuuch u·t·e~tter tL'nchcl' thn.u He n.ctually· 0 0 

was; hn.d Ho said anything, for itJ:-\tnJH'c, of the fnlllily l'L•ln.tion, 
·had H e spoket~ 11.gainst shn·etT and tyranJty, hnd H P issuc\<1 n. sort nf 
·Code lYft.]Wlt:un embrncing t•ducn.tion, prugTPss, st·ic·ntitic t l'ttth , nwl 
internn.tionn.l ]nw. This uh.;ervntioll u11 the fnmily rP]nt.ion seems 
to tne Leyouc L even the usual tnen.sn n · of t'X t1·n ,. ;·tg·mw~~ w h .. n we 
bear in tniud t hat, n.ccordintr to tht \ Cltr·i :..t,ian -.;eht•ttll ', tlH! Lonl of 
h eaven and en,r th " was snb,lect" (;-:)t. Lukt) ii. ;) J ) to a hnmn.11 mother 
and a reputed hmwu1 father, and that Ht~ taught (nel'm·diug to the 
·widest n.nd, I believe, t he best opinion) the al,solu te iwlis . ..;ulnbility 
·of marriu.ge. I tnigbt cite uu1ny other in:-:tnnees in r vply. Hut the 
broader awl the tt·ue answer to the til dectiun is, thnt t he Gospel wns 
promulgated to teach princi pl .. s and not n. c:odv ; tl1nt it i nel ucled 
the foundation vf a society in which those: princip les were to be 
·COnsen ·et l, ,}e,·clopc•l, a tul npplied; awl that down tu th is day there 
is not a murnl qtwstion of a ll tho~c which the U L·ply doc·:; or do,~s 
not cnnlltel'n.te, nor is there n. question 1)f dnt~· arising in t he cou1·.-~c 
of life for mty of tb, tlu'lt i::; not clcterw ina hle in all its us~cutia.ls by 
applying to it as a to11 chstt'lle th(.' pri11ciplus declared iu t he GospeJ. 
I s not, then, tho ldu.ln8, whieh the Hcply has discoVl' l'e<l in tho 
tcuchiw..,. of our Lonl, UH inm~·inarv It t~of.us! ~a.v , nn: the Sll!.!'[!'estcd 

0 l... . , " '-'' ' 1 

improvcmcnt.s of thn.t teaching l't'<111y g" l'oss dt'il·riorntiuns ? \rhcre 
would hn,vo been the wisdoltl of (lelin"ring to an ttllin~trnd,e ..l popu­
latioll of n partieu ln.r age n. eodifiecl rcligim1, whit'h wns to ~ •tTc for 
all nations, ull n.gc:-:, al1 states of ci,~iJizntinn ? \rh,r wa::; not room 
to be left fur tlw ca reer of hmnan thoug h t in fiwling out, mttl in 
workin rr out, the atlil}>tation of Christ.ia.u it.\' to thP t•Yc r \'tltTing 

0 u v 

mo\'enwnt of tlH .. world ? Awl ho\\~ i :' it that thP\' who will not 
adtnit thut a l'eYC l~ttion is in place w}wn it luL~ in \ ·it 1\\r the great 
and neccs~n.ry work of coufliet agaiust sin. arc so fref' in recotu ·· 
tnending cnlurg(' lliCnts of that R.c\·elntion for purpo::;cs, n. .. "l to which 
no such necessity cnn be plen.JcJ ? 

I have known o. person who, after studying the old cln.ssica.l or 
Olyn1pio.n 1·eligion for tho third part of a century, nt length hcgan 
to hope thn.t he had son1c partial cotnprehons ion of it, some inkling 
of 'vho.t it tneant. \\Toe is hi1n that he was not conYcrsaut either 
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\vith the fncn l tir~ or with the methods of tho Reply, which appar­
ently can dispose in lm.lf an hour of n.uy proLlen1, clogHultic, 
hbu u·ical, or mol·n.l ; and \Vhich accordingly tnkos occn.sion to n,ssure 
ns that Buddha wns " in many respects the g reatest relig-ions tenchm· 
thi~ world hn ~ t' \·cr lolO\vn, t he brondcst, the ntost intellectual of 
them n il ,, (p . ..J.!) l ). On this I shn,ll only say thnt u.n n.ttompt to 
bri ug- Hndclhn nud Bwldhistn into line together is fn1· beyond rny 
reach, lmt that every Christinn, knowing in sotno degree what 
Chri~t i~, uud whnt he has done for t he world, cn,u only be tho 1uore 
thaukfu l if Bw]Ll lm, ur Confucius, or any other t eacher has in o,uy 
point, and in nny llH'n s nn!, COIIIC ncar to the ontskirts of 1-Iis 

, int:Wlhlc greatness nnd glm·y. 

I t is nly fn.ul t or wy lllisfortnne to rernn.rk, in this Reply, an 
iruH·eu t·ae\· of r ef er l' tt r{}, which woulrl of itself sntlice to rewler it 
r~.·1narkul ;I c. Christ , we nrc tolu (pp. 4D2, 500), denounce,] tho 
chu!'en people of God us "a geucrntion of vipers." 'l'his phrase is 
appliL•tl by the Hn.ptist to the crowd who crune to seek bn.ptis111 
frmn hitn; but it is only applied by our Lorc.l to ScriLes or Pharisees 
(Luke iii. 7, ~lntthew xxiii. 33, anu xii. 34), \\dto uro so COinmonly 
plac•·tl by Him in contrast with the people. 'rho error is r epented 
iu the men tion of whited sepulchres. Take again the version of t he 
stor~· of Annnius nncl Sapphira. 'Yo are told (p. 404) that the 
.Apusth·~ conceive(! the idea " of haYing all things in comtnon.'' Iu 
the narrati vc there is no stntctuent, no suggestion of the kind; it is 
a p ure interpolation (Acts iv. 32-7). ~lotivcs of n. reasonaulc pru­
J ellCC' arc stn~cJ as lllath~r of fa.ct to have influenced the offending 
couple- another pnre intcl'polation. After the catastrophe of 
.Ananins " the .Apostles sent for lus \vife "-a third interpolatiou. I 
r efer on ly to th t~se points us exhihitions of n.n habit ual nn1.l dangeron~ 
innC'cnracy, and withont any a.ttl'mpt at present to discuss the Clt:-i<.·, 

in w hieh the jntlg tll <.'nts of God a re exhibited on thcir severer HiLle) 
nnd in '" hieh I can nut. I ik e the Reply, undertake snnunarily to 
d(.\t\.•n niue fur what <.:nns1•:-- the .Almighty should or should not take· 
life . Jl' dek;..!'att.• th t; p(>\\' 1·1· to tn.ke it. 

A,.: in. " -0 lm ,.c (p . ..t.c, t :) t hese 'vords given as a quotation from 
the lJJ hlt: : 

cc They who heli~Yo and are baptized sha ll be ~aved, and they 
who l ~el ieYc not shall be chtmned; and these shall 9,0 away into· 
everla5ting fire, prepared for the devil and his angels. ' 

The second clause thus reads as if applicable to the persons men-­
tioned in the first ; that is to say, to those who reject the tidings 
of the Gospel. But instea<.l of it being a continuous passage, the: 
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lntter ~t'ction is brought ont of nnother g ospel (St. ~lntthew's) nnn 
n.nothcl' connection ; nuu it is 1.·cn.lly written, not of those who do 
uot hclic\·c, but of those who refuse to ped 'ol'Jn oflices of chal'ity to 
their Hl'ighbour· in his need . It would be wron~ to call this inten ­
tional misrcp•·esentation ; but cn.n it Le cnll e<l l es~ than somewhat 
reck le:-:s negligence ? 

It is a nlorc spcc i,tl misfoJ·tune to find n writer nrguing on tho 
same side with hi~ criti c, nwl yet fot· tlw cri t ic uot to be nl)le to 
ag1·ee with him. But ~o it is with reference to tl1e g reat sui dect of ' 
i111mortali Ly, ns treated in the lteply. 

" The idea of immortality, tlm.t, like a. St'n, hn~c:; ebbed nnd flowed 
in the hmnan h<.\nrt, with its <.:ountle!-;S waxes .of hope awl fear hL·at­
ing o.ga.i nst tho shores U.lld rocks of time aud fate, wa:-; not Lorn of 
any bouk , uor of nny creed, nor of any rel igion. l t was horn of 
humnn nfl(.·ction; n.nd it will continue to ebb and flow IH~ t wnth the 
1nist u.nd clouds of doubt nncl darkness, as long a. love ki:-;ses the 
lips of death " (p. 4~:3). · 

H ere we huYe a Ycry iuterestiug- chnptcr of the history of hnman 
upiu ion disposed of in the u.sual SHilJIJHLry \nty, by n. stateillellt 
'vhich , ns it npp~nrs to me is developed out of the writer's iHtlel ' 

consciousness. If th e belief iu iininortnlitv is not con nected " ?ith 
any revolution or r eligion, 1Jut is ~imply tbe ex pn•!-'..;i• )n of a 
s ubj ective want, t hen plainly we ll Hlj' uX. l' t;d, t te ux pl'v;:o,:-,iuu ot iL to 
be strong n.nd clear in proportion to t lw V;trious d• ·gn'es in w ! 1 ich 
faculty is developed arno11g thr vnrions rn cPs nf llHlnki nd. Hnt ho"p 
d oes the matter stand historically ? rrhc Egyptians were not o. 
people of high iutcllectno.l J cvelopment, and y et their relig ious 
~.rstCTn was strictly U!;Sociutcd with, I n1ig ht J'a,ther ;-;a.y fouH,le<.l ou , 
the belief in immortnlity. The ancient Greeks, on the othel' hnnd, 
\\"ere a race of nstnuishing, perlutps uuri valleJ, intellcctnal capncity. 
But not only did thny, in prehistoric ages, derive their schente of o. 
future world frmn Egypt ; \Ve find also tha.t, with the ln.pse of time 
and the advance of t he H ellenic civilization, the constructive ideas 
of the system lost all life and definite outline, and the n1ost po" ·cr · 
ful mind of the Greek philosophy, that of Aristotle, had no clear 
conception whatever of U: personal existence in a future state. 

The favorite doctrine of the Reply is the immunity of all error 
in belief from n1oral responsibility. It the first page (p. 473) this 
is stated with reserve as the (( innocence of honest error." But 'vhy 
such a limitation 1 The Reply warms with its subject ; it shows 
us that no error can be otherwise than honest, inasmuch as nothing 
,,~hich involves honesty, or its reverse, can, from the constitution 
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of Olll' lllltlll't' , t•llt.PI' into tht• furllln..tioll of O!JilliOil. lle l'l' j!'\ thL• t'uf ~ 
lllOWil t'X IH 1si tio11 (p. 4 i H) : 

" 'l'he bru.iu think~ without n.l..j kiu~ our consent. \\\ .! hl'fj,.,·<·, oa­
wc dis i H !lien~. without u.H .. mJr·t. of tltt• will. Belief is 11. t ·, ·~u : t lt. 
i~ tl....: dli:ct of cv idl'lltl' upuu tiH ~ miud. The scnlt·~ tt11._1 iu :-;pite uf 
him wh11 watdtt·:-i. J'lt r r r_ i.~ 'Ji o OJIJHrrf.wn ity uf IJ(•i 11,'/ l tuu('.'1l, ur· 
d i.•dt u ll t ...:l, i·n t/11· J ;rt 'UHtl itu1 of an opini.ull. The cuudusiou is. 
c11tircly indqk.!nd ·ut uf desin~." 

The l 't•n . ...; t,llill~ fn<"nlty i~ , tlu ~rd'ore, wholly extrinsic to ou r· mot·nl' 
l ll\.tlli 'C' 1 Hlld llll int\ lll' IH'e j ~ 01' (;H )l h<.• l'eee i\'ed U l' itll(>lll'b •d !JL•tWI!Cil 
tht; lll . I knuw not whvt lH ·r· tht• tUt'Hilill~ is tllHt all the ru ~· nlt.il'S uf 
on1· nn.tut·u an• lik t• ~P Jtlllllj' ~epnrnte ~l(•pn.rtllleut.:-; in one• of t.he 
JlltHII 'I'll :-\ hop~ tlult ~11)'ply nil huwnn Wllllt.":i; thnt will. lllt'IIIOI')', 

itlla~· itmtiull , ntll.·eti un, pn .. ~~ iun, ea('h hn~ itH ow 11 HL·pnt·ntl' d(l tllnin , 
nwl .tlwt tlwy lllt ' c ~ t o11l,y fnr1tcnmparisou of n•sult.'4, just to lt•ll olle 
auotlwr \\' hnt thvy hav t• s••vc ·ra.Jly ll(!l' ll Juing. lt i~ ditlicult to. 
c ollt-L'l\'c'> if this J,t! :-'o, whc·l't•in consists the per~vnn.J ity , or iudi\'i•lu­
u.li t\· , or c•l'' ' Hili l: unitr ol' 111an. I t is not (litlieult to st·<• that while • r ~ 

the B.t•jd,,· uilll :-; at nplirting lmlllan ·untun•, it iu n•alit.y plu11ges us 
{ p. -t 7 :) ) i 11to tht> n J.y~s of degrn.datiuu 1 1y the d~structiou ut' tumnl 
fn•t·doin . respoll~iLility . awl uuity. Fur "'" are ,iustly told that 
"n•nson is t lrP SllJll't ' tll P nnd final t. ·st." .A el.. iPu 1nny },,~ 11H'l'Piy 

institwtive awl hnLitual , Ol' it HHt.Y be con::.:<.:inush· fonurled o H for-· 
lllttlu ted thought ; but, in the C;l.Sl'S where it is instill<.:tiYe ntul 
ha l1itunl , it pa s~t·£-; on .·rt so ~oon n,." it is challenged, iuto tlae other 
l'atL·gory , awl iilld~ a La:-; i:-; ful' lt~c · lf in HOlli e funu of opinion. But, 
~nys d w H.(•ply, \\'t• hnxu 1111 l'l'spnnsi ltili t.y fo1· our (1piuions: W (' can­
not help fol'llliug t.h,•Jn ae1:ordi ug t.o the evicll'neu as it presents its('lf 
to ns. Ul>~' 'l'\" ( ', tlw doctt·i nc emln·ncl's l'\' l'l'Y kind of opinion, and 
clllht·:t<.:(•s nll nlik t·, opinion 011 subjl'<.:t." wh{ · r~· we like or diF"like, ns 
well a.s upon suhjeets wlwre \\'e wen·ly t\ttlirnl or deny in some · 
llle tlilllll nJ,soln tclv culourh~ss. F11r, if t1 distinction be tn.ken. 
bet\vt·en t he eo lou;le~s and the colour~d tuediuH), between <.:oHeln­
gjons to ·wluch pnssiou ot· propensity or imnginu.tiun inclines us, and' 
conclnsionti to which the~c have Bothing to ~ay, then the whole 

"' grou1Hl will he cut a wn.y fron1 under the fel't of the H.cply, and it 
will have to build n.gain (tb irruilio. Let us try this Ly a test case . 
.A fa:ther who has ltdicved hi!'\ ~on to hnve Lcen through life upright, 
suddenly finds that charges ure 1nnde fron1 vn.rions quarters against 
his iutegrity. Or a. frieHd, gn~a.tly <h.•pendcnt for the work of his. 
life 011 tho co-opero.t.ion of n.nothct· fri ewl , is told tlult thnt cmnrnde.· 
is t:uunterworking ttnd betrnying him. I nn.tkc no nssnmptiun uov.~ 
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n~ to the evidence ot· tlt l' re~ul t: but T H!--k wlli(•h uf ll~t · tu <·w• l,f 
approuch the in\'<.' tigatiou without t't.•t•ling a ' ' <·~ i n.: t.n lu· u.ldt• to 
llC(tllit 7 Aud wlmt ~ha ll wt• :-iay ot' tll c- clc ·~ irt · to e•H tdPtllll { \\'on),( 
l~lizn.l l(• th hnvc ltnd uo lt ·nn iu~ tuwnt ·d~ t i 11crin~ ~I II I 'Y St ua rt ianpli ­
cnt l'd iu n eou ~ I ' il'lll'Y ( L>icl Ett:.di~h jndg-t·~ Hl td jn l'i t·~ Hf'PI'ollch 
wi t h 1\11 unhin ... "'~' · d tui Nd tl tL' tr·inls t'ut' tht• Popi). lt plot. ~ \VL• n• tht.: 
opinion::-; f ot'tltt ·d hy the Eng li sh Pm·:in11 wn t u lt tlt t! T1·c ·u.ty o 
Limerick t'ortm•d \\' ithoui tl1t· in tA.· n ·•· ntinJt u t' tit• • wil l { Hid 
:\ apoleoll j tlt I o·e n eco rd i 11 g to tlu· t ' , . i d P 11 <:t! \\' hl' 11 h t• 1u.:q u i U t•d hi tu­
s,•] f in t he rnut tL• I' of tl~t.: Due d' Eu~hic ·u ( J)tJ \'S t.lw illt.c ·llect :-;it 
iu a ~o l it.n t ·y l'lut nd wr·. like• Gnlilc·o i1'1 t hv pnlncu ttt' tlw Ynticnn, a11d 
pn : ~ne ee lt · ~t inl oLset'\' tl tio tt all nnt ull('ltt ·cl , whih· t ltt· t .llJ ' IIIoil of 
enrt.ltly hn~ i ttt·ss is raging e \' eryw lwn· Jli'Ulllld ( A <:('nt·d i ng to t he 
Hl'ply, it ·u .. .;t. l.t'-· a mistake to suppu~e tlu~t tlH.! I'c i:-: nuy wlt•·J''! in 
t he world :-,uclt ~ ~ t ltiug ns lains, O I' prejudice, 4H ' )>l'l' l 'D' l 'S:O: i \>11 : tl u.·y 
are wol'ds without lll l 'ttning in l'l'gard tu onr· jwlguat:llt.~, f,, •. , l : n ! U 

if they could 1·ai:-:e a tl:tJ HOr frotu witltuuL, tlt(' in tl' ll t·CL sits \'·itl dn, 
in Hll nttnosplte rc uf Sl'n ·nity, n.ud, like Justice, is Ul'af nud blind, as 
well n~ cn.hn. 

In adcliti<m to all other fault~, I hold that t lt is philosophy, or 
pluuttnstll ()f philosophy. is t'lllilll'llt.v rt•tn: •gres~ive. Humntt nn t un•. 
in it·H co•npoutHl of tle~h awl spirit, be<:ollu.•s tuon• colllplt•x with r.Ju. .. 
progress <.1f ci\'ilizn.tiun ; with the stt•n•ly lltnl ti plic·ntion of wants, 
mHl of nu.·m1s for their supply. \Vith cmuplit·atiou, int.ruspectiort 
hns ln.rgely cxtewlcd, n11d 1 I,Pl i<'ve that, a.~ ohsut'\' lltioJI extends its 
field, so fn.r frotu i~olntiug the intellig-eltec~ a.nd 1ttaki 11g it autoernti c 
it tcuds liiOl'e atHl w o r·c to l' tduuH:e and uull t. iply t ltt: iu tiuitdy 
sulJtlc, as· well n.s the Lrond t•l' HJ)(l IIHll't.' palpnl•ll' 1111 .. uk~ , iu whith 
the interaction of the lm :wtll faeul l ics i:.- en.rri e•l 0 11. ,'t.l to ata H•Ilg 

us has Hut hatl orrasi(m tl) ol,s, •n ·,., in tl1• · entll 'sc · of lti:• t• ;<.pc rieJH:e. 
how l~tr<reh· the iu te llee tual }HJ \\"i' l ' l)f :t. lllitll i~; ntft·Ct(•U by the 

\::) .. 
tlen tnuds of life on lti~ 111u ral ptn\·en :, a nd lJ,,,\. tl u·y npt· tt nnd :;ro\V, 
or (h·y np nnd dwindle', n<:eord i11g t.u the lltallll•.: r in which those 
de!llnnds ll.l'O u1e t . 

Genius itself, how('n~ r purely n coHcC'pt.ion of the iHtellect, is not. 
exempt from the stroug influen<:e!-1 of joy nnd ;.;n tft..•l'ing, l oYe nn\r 
taittred, hope :uHl fl'nl', in the tlevelopmL·nt of its powers. I t tnn.y 
be t hn.t H omer, hnke~p(·are, Goethe, hn.sking npon the whole in 
the snt1shinc of life, (lrc" · litt le snpplernentn.1·y foreP t'r01n its tr·in.ls 
n1ll1 agitations. But the hist.ory of Olle not }(·S~ wonderful than 
nny of these, the career of Dante, tells a difft.\rcnt t n.lc ; n.nLl one of 
the latest and n1oRt sen.rching investigator~ of his history (Searta~­
zini, Da.nte A I ighieri, se i/ne zeit, tie in leben, 'll'nd ~ei'tW '1: ·e'rke~, B. II-
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Ci t. ?5 , p. ll D; al~n pp. -+:J~ , 9. Biel, l~G9) t~· l l s, nu Ll show::; us, 110\\r 

t l11 · I!X{JL'l'i <.: llCe of h is li fe co-operat ed with his extraord inary natural 
g itts <U td cnpabi liti es to nutke hi rn what he w a.-;. Uuder t he t h ree 
g' l'\'1\. t } H·Hd~ of love, bel ief, anJ }Jf\t rintislll , his Ji fe W fiS H. Cnnt.illlWd 
t ' ( l\li'SC of L'Cstatic or a~·on i:~.i n~ t r ials. The strain of these trials was 
di~eipl i11e; d iscipline ~~· u.s exl ;~·ri L• lwe; uwl experience '~f\.S elevr.ttion. 
~ 0 l'L'H.tlPr of his g-reat wurk wi II, I l 1el ic !\ ' (' , !wid wit h t he H c!p l,\' 
that his th ou~hts, cunelnsions, jwlgHwnts \H'l' t..• s i 1n pl ( ~ n'sults of a11 

a nt oumtie prnc(•:-;:-;, iu wh ieh t he wi ll a nd nli(.!ctions had no share, 
t il nt l't'it:-;un ing opt•ration:-; a re likP t h(• wl li r nf n elock J'lllllling down, 
nnrl w e· ('nJJ n;, lJtOl'< ' Hl'l'l'st t lw proc(•:-,:-; nt· nlt<•r t he <.:ou <.:lusion t han 
Ll1" wh••PI:-; t'i l l1 ~tnp tit,. ll lu\·t·IIH: Il t or the noise.* 

Ti ll• du('triw· tru;gl:t in the Hq>ly . that ht·lic•f is, us n. general, 
11a.'·· tllll\ ' t·r~al , bw, iJldt·p•·ndt·nt of t lw will , :-;u rel,\· pt·o\·e:-., when 
t'X il llli JII'd , y,, 1,,. n }'Llll '-'il ,i l1tr of t lt c• shal lo\\· t·st kind . E\·eu i11 
aritltllll'tie , if a IH,,\·, tltru11gh di . ...; likL· of hi s L' ll lp l"Y111 L' llt, awl cuuse­
'!il•·nt lnC'k "f ;ltt•·ntion, l•ri ng~ out a \\Tong rt ·~u l t fd r his stun, it 
cn11 hardh· ),.. Sitid that his eonclu :;;; i,-,n is nh:-;o]utc ·h· and in a ll 
n• .-.; pe<.;t..; i;ld,• jtt 'lldl·lJt llf hi :-; will. .}lo\·ing onward. p<~ i u t hy point, 
tn\\·nr·l til•• l't'lltl'<• llf ti Jt· nro·nmL'nt. I wi ll Jlt•xt iake 1111 illustrat.i•Jll 
1' 1·n;o~ llJa llt,·I JJiltie..;. It lin.; ( l appn: h•·Jl<l) l H'l'll rlr HJOustrnted t hat 
tl 11' n·ln tiu11 , ,f tht · diamd1'J' to t lw c· i rc umft ·t·c·n<'~"' of a circle i!=i uot 
'-. IJ ~l'l 'jl liJ.Ic • cd' fnll llllllli'J'i(·j).l C'X p l'e~:-;inn . Yr·t. fl'Olll t imt: to ti u.e. 
l!'t'il£1"'!'_..., l lJ 'I' }llJiHhi iC' tl \\ llll:il i ttHt! ly Ulllli.J.lllll'! ' that tlll:y ~~·tful't,li tht • 
• jlHtdratnl't• .,f tllf' l' il'l' l(•. l do not dt:-uy t lwt t.l1is 111 ny hP pnrcly 
illt .. llt•t•t\t:tl •'l'l"ll': J,,lt \\"'ntld it. nnt., tlll th •• nt. IJ ,. ,. hand , h, • lJ ;lZil l'c l on~ 
L1 1 :t '-'St' l ' l t llil L llt l nTniu ,,t· t't!'nt.i:-;ltl P l' :U JJh it.ion h n:-; vH' l' t' tl ti• J'ed illt () 

;""I ' 

tilt · L'olll}Hl:--iti• 'll ,,fan,\' t'>llP 11t sul'h tn·at.i"L'S ( I l Ht\· ._~ :-;t ·lL•cted t lt t•:-:-p 
ill~t Hll•·•· :-- i1 ...,. l'''l'hnp:-.., tltu ltJost fnn,rnl>h· tl111t t.:nn ht' found t.u t ht.' 
d~~~·trilll' of th• · l~t ·ply. Hut t},,. t ruth i~ t hnt, if \Yl) set a~ifl, . 
111 at t vr:--. or:' t 1·i Yi nl i Ill po rt , t ll ,. L'lHl l'J t1nu s 1 naju ri tr of I 1111 t lilll .i u d g­
lltt'Jlt:--. an• thus,· intn whieh t il t· hiassiuo· L lc>W t~ I' of li kes and d isli kL·:-. .-, 

* 1. p• •;.M~:-.s r!tiJ Collt\•:-;=--ion nf :\11 Jllitel'< tk \.'l' it llinal, II Ja<ll', T th iuk. i u 18!14, 
IIIH1L' I' the f,, Jt. ,\\'ill!.j cin!Hlll~tauec~: T he lliJ\\' pn•JI' law hat l just hct.:llpassod in 
~~n~lan •l, a11c..l it I'Ctplirccl }'l'l'~•·ns lll'edi J I~ J't.•lief t.n go i11Lo the wnrkhous~.;: as n 
cnmlitio11 11f n ;cui \"tllg it. l 11 ~ome pa.rl s of the conntt·~·. this jll'tl \' i:iion prcHlncec) 
a prnf•lll llllp•'Plllar pallie. Tlw nta u iu t!' le :-;tion was dl'Ht itntu at t he t ime. H e 
\ra!o; ( I t lduk) :Ill ,,J, l wiLl• •\\eJ' wi1h four \'cry yn11 11g son l". J lc r.,::;e iu the 11ight 
m1•l stJ ·au~lc< l tht•IJJ nll, •liW a:tm· • ~nother, with a hluc lwnkcrchief. not frn111 
want of fil thcrly all'l'l'tinll. ltllt to keep them Ollt nf the worldtol\sc . 'l'hc COJI ­
fc:-~:l ioll of tlt iR peaH ·,IIl t ,, Himplc in phrase, hu t intensely illlpassionec! strollgly 
l'emiuds me of tho L • go l m ~~ 11f l>au te, aJHl a ppl'al'l'; t" 11111ke sonw a pproach to its 
snbli 111 ity. Hueh, in gin:11 ei rcuJHst.:uJces. i::; the ctl'L~ct of mu1·al agony on 
nwnta l power. 
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more or less largely enters. I admit. iude(•d, that. t ht' illa tin· 
facul ty work~ un<it)l' l'Ul<•s upon which choicL' a nd inelination ought 
to t•xercise n o infiuence whateve1·. But r·\ '(:•n if it. Wl~n· g ranted 
that in fact t he faculty of discuu r:-;e is t 'X t' tll pt• ·d f ro111 all sHch 
intiucnce::; \Vi thin it~ own pruvince, yl't we com•· Ill > l ll'l ll'n t· t u the 
umrk , because tltu.t faculty h t1;5 tu work n pou Hmt•· 1·i al ~ ."'upplil'd tu 
1t by other faculties; it c.l ntws condus iuns n<'<'t )rd i11 ~· t o }>l't> lllist•s, 
n11d the question la1s to bo dctermin,~d \YiwthPr otn· emJc•·pt.i•nls =-'<'t 
forth in those prt·mises arc or are not. inHtH ' JII~ed IJy 111ond eattst:=-'. 
For, if tl'wy be so inthH·nced , then i11 vn.in will be tla) proof tlwt 
the nnder~tanrl1ug ha.s deait loynlly nnd exactly with lh•· tnaterial =-­
it has to work UlJUn; inastunch 11..:;;, although tl11• iJ ltPliPetunl pt·oe~s=-­
l_~o nonnal iu its(' If, the opnration tnay ha \ ' <) Lt~l'll tailltt·d uh i 11/it ;u 
h)~ colouring a1~d distorting i utlw . .:nce:-.; w hil'h IH\ Vt: fa lsi1il'd t!J ,. 
t}l' llnnry CUllCe}J tlOllS. 

Let lllC now take a11 illn~trati n11 from tlH• t•.xtt·• ·tlt t! ''PPU:-itt t· 
qunrU·r to thn.L which 1 ti rst dre\\~ upu1 1. T ht· :-;y:-.tl' l ll <·;J)I, ·d Tlntg'­
gi=-'111. n.•pn;~elti< ·u i11 ti t•· pnw.t ice of thl' Thug:-., taught tlmt the• act. 
whil'h W l' dcscri lJl' a~ tu t1rder. We\:-) illl loL't•n t. \rn-.; thi ;:-, <ll l ll<)ll e=-'t 
error ) \ra. it dul', iu it~ authors n.s w<·ll tb in t!Jo:-:t· wlt" ldiwlly 
fo lltnrt·d thetll , to an ata .untatie }H'OCl~~s n f t!Jt)tJgltt., i11 \\·hich tl11· 
wi II wn s not e<Jll :-: u ltt ·•l. a nd w h icb :~.-ceord i !l "·h· could •·1 1t<1 i l 11u ....... . 
n·:-:p .. H:-:illility ? ll' it. \\·n~, tlw·n it i ~ pln.in that t.h r• wh~~J,. funndn-
t inJ I...;, 11 ut o f IJL•I i(!f, hut •>f sncinl lllOl'nllty, ~lJ'(' li i'Pkt•ll up. If It wn :-. 
liot, tlll' ll t he SWt>~ 1)1ng doctrinP of tlH~ p n\'it'llt writ t• l' 1.111 l'lH· llt '('l'~­
-.;nJT llin.lllP il~~sJJ L'SS of l' lTOlluo tt ~ cunelusiotls t nlld tl•·s ttl tl 11• ·.rnnlwl • n 
like n huuse uf eanls nt t lw bJ· .. uth of tht• clai ld wb u hu ilt it. 

Ju truth , the pn.gl':-·. of tho H~lpJy. and tlw Ll.'t t•· r \\'liit·!, ha:-- liJ()J't• 

l'l'Cl'llth· fulluwed i L, ~: tl H·tn~l'l \'l'S de• molls I. rn teo tl1;tt \\' hnt tltl· \n:i tt·l· 
has ;\.s~"'erkd v.,·bulL·;:o,ail· be o\·erthrow~ n11d d t•tJic ·s i11 .j , tn il. .. \·,,u 
will lttlm it," say~ the Heply (p . .J-77), '' tlwt hL• who IICI\\' pt>l'...,l 't'lll l':-­

f ur opinion s ~mke is infnHJuns." But wh,\· ~ :--iU}l}l''s'· lJ ,. thinks t1wt 
by lJerseeution lw cau briug a man from St>tll -de:-.t l'n,\'illg' fnlselwod 
to suul -saviug t ruth, thi~ opinion may n·ti ~ct (JJl !tis intell t•c tunl 
deLility : hut that]:-; his misfnrtune, not his fault. II i:-; l.rain lms 
thought withnnt asking his ron~cn t : hP hn.;-; helit•\'t•rl () J' di slu·lie\·•·tl 
without an etl0rt of th '-' will (p. 4-i li). Y d tht· , ... r~· "Tit••r, w hll 
has thn~ estulJ}isht)d his titlo to t hin k , is th•· ti r:-;t to hu l'l nt him an 
a na.thema fo1· thiuking. And again, in Lhe LettPr to Dr. Fivl' l (.~ . 

* No1tTH AMlm WAX U1wn:w fot· Jt\HUl~J ·y, l88H. " .\ twthul' Luttct• tu Dr. 
Fielll." 
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. A. R., ,~ol. 14G, p. ;~:l), "till· tlogmn. of etcrnnl pain'' is described n~ 
''that infntny of inf<unit-s." I am not al•ont to lli~cuss the sul0ect 
of future retriLutiun. If I wen\ it would be my first duty to show 
thn.t. th]s writer has not nc.kq uate.ly con~ideretl either the ~cope of 
his own argn111ents (wltich iu no wny solYe the difficulties he pre­
sents) o1· the Ir\t.•aning uf his wol'd!-1 ; and lilY S(:lcond would be to 
recmnHlcn<l his perusal of whnt Bishop Butler has suggestC'd on this 
head. But I am at preseut on gTOUlHl altog~.,thcr Llittereut. I mu 
trvinu mwther issne. T his anthor ~r: .. v~ we belio\·e or disbelieve 

t J i.; -"l ., 

withun t the action of the will, and , consequently, belief or disbelief 
is H<~t the proper sn 1~ject of praise or l1lnute. Aud y et , according to 
the \~ery smnc authority, tht> 'lugHHt of eternal pain is what ?-not 
'' au error of error~," ln1t an " infa1ny of infn111ies: " and though tu 
huld a negative may not he 11 sn I dl'et of lllOl'H..ll't'prun.eh, yet to hold . 
t he aHirmati\'C may. Truly it Ill<~.\' l,e n.!"kctl, is not th is a. fouutuin 
which ::;ends for th at one(· swe~.~t wat<•rs and bitter '? 

One<.' tnot·e. 1 will pas~ <twny f l'I HII tt •wlcr g1·on nd, and will 
~nden.vonr to Ioclg,• n br<mdt..·l' nppeal to the < ~ nlightened judglllent 
of the r~nthor. Sa.v:-:. Ody~st.·ns in the lliild ( B. 11.) m!K d.ya8ov 
7roAvKotpua:[1J: nnd 11 lnrgt· part uf the wurltl , stretching tltis senti­
nwnt Ul'yond Hs originnltneanin.!!. lu1 V(• ht •ld thnt the root nf eiYil 
puwer is not in the communi ty , hut in its lwad. In oppc 1sition L> 
this dor?trilll', the Alltl•ricnn wri t tt..·H Con~titnti on , n.ud the entire 
Americnn tr;Hlition, Lc·a~h tho righ t of '" natiu11 to sPlf-govet'llliH·Bt. 
And tltl'~C propositions, which have dh·ided n11t..l ~till di \· i( 1e the · 
\Yurld, O}>L'll up re:.:p,•ct,iYf1 ly in to vn.:-~ t sy..;tems of ll'l'l'C01H:ila1Jle idea~ 
n.n t1 In\\'.", prnctic~..·~ and habits of HliHtl. \\" ill a.n y ratioua1 HHUl ! 

above· all will n.ny 1\ HlPl'i('n.ll, contewl t hat tl w~u conflict)n p· s\·stenH 
havL· l,(·en nde)pt.~~d , H}1held, n.nd enforeecl on (llW side and ·~he other. 
in thl! daylig·tlt of pur• ' I'L••tsoni llg only! nn<l thnt Juoral, or imworn l. 
causes have nothing tu do with t lwir adoption ? That the intdlt'Ct 
has worl~l·d i tnpan\n lly, likt> n, st t•nln-engi 110, and thn tJ selfishne~~. 
love of funH:·, luYe of IHOll L'~· , loYP of powl•l ', (.>nvy, wrath~ n.1Hl Jlln.lice. 
or aJ~ain bias) in its l{·:l!"t nux ion~ t'orm, hnYe Ue\·er had nn \·thint!· tu 
do with generating tlle oppo!:-iing- rno\'enwnts, or the ··frigl1t fnl 
collisions in 'vhich they ha\·o re~nH.ed ? If we say that t.hcy hn\'(! 
not, we contradict the nnivcrsa.l j udgment of 1nunkin<l. If we ~ay 
they have, then mental proces~t·s nru not antmnn.tic, Lut may he · 
influenced by t ho will antl hr the pm.;sion~, n Hi~ctions, hnl1i ts, fnnci e~ . 
thnt swa.y the will ; nnJ this ,n·iter wi ll not have advanced n. step 
t owards proy]ng the uni\·er~n.l innoceu~e of en·or , until he hns . 
sho\vn that proposition~ of rdigion are e~sentin.lly unlike ah11ost n.ll 
other propositions, and tlwt no man \~\'t ! l' has "Leetl. ''l' fru1u the: 
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nature of the case can Le, affected in their acceptance or rej ection 
by moral causes.• 

To sum up. There are rnnny passngt~s in the.~o notc\\~orthy 
papers, which, taken by the1nselves, a1·e calculated to cuHlll1ftHd 
warn1 sytnpathy. Towards the d o;-;{· of lt i . ..; fi11a1 , or In te~ t letter, 
tile writer expresses himself as follows (~ . . A. R., vol. 14f5, p. 4(>): 

"Neither in the interest of truth, nur for the beud1t of mau, i:-; 
it necessury to assert \vhnt we do Hot know. No tnuse i:::; gn~nt 
enough to demand a sacrifice of candor. The IEysteries of life and 
den.th, of good and evil, have ne\·cr yet been sol \'C<.l. " 

How good, how wise nrc these words ! But conling at t.lw close 
of the controversy, have they not sornc of the incflectunl fC'nt.ures 
of a death-bed repentance? They cun hnrtlly be sa id to 1\'}H't•sent 

,in all points the rules under which the pages precediug tll l'lll hn ve 
been cmnposed ; or he, who so justly says tlutt we ought. not t.o 
assert \Vhat \ Ve do not know, could hardly have laid down the ln,\v 
as we find it a fe\v pages earlier (ibid, p. 40) \d1cn it is pronounced. 
thnt "an infinite God has no excuse for leaving his chi ldren iu 
doubt and dark11ess." Candor and upright intention a re indeed 
everywhere manifest an1idst the flashing coruscations which l'L'ally 
compose the staple of the articles. Candor awl nprig h t iuteHtion 
also impose upon a conunentator the dnty of fonnula ting his nuim­
atlversions. I stun then1 up u11der two hett<.l~. \Vhereas we at·o 
placed in an abnosphere of tnystery, reli en~d uuly by a little sphere 
o£ light ronnd ea.ch of ns, like a clenri11g in an .A1ueriean forest 
(which this \vritcr has so well described), aud rn.rely cn.n ~ee far ther 
than is necessary for the directiun of our own conduct frvtn day to 
day, we find here, assumed l>y n particular person, the clutrnct(•r of 
un universal judge \Vit.huut nppcal. And whereas the high~:::,t self­
r estraint is necessary in the~e dark but, therefore, all the znure 
exciting inquiries, in order to tnaintain the ever qui\-cring halnuc~.~ 
o£ our faculti es, this writer chooses to riJe an unbroken horse, awl 
to throw the reins upon his neck. I hn.vc endeavoured to give a 
sample of the results. 

,V. E. GLADSTOXE. 

*The chief part of these obserYations were written heforo I had recoivecl the 
January number of the REYIE·w , with Col. Ingersoll's additiowtl letter to Dr. 
Field. l\-Iuchof this letter is specially poii1ted at Dr. Ficl<l, who candefeml himself, 
awl at Calvin, whose ideas I certainly cannot~ uudertako to <lcfend all along the­
line. I do not see that the Letter adds to those, the most salient, points nf the· 
earlier article which I have endeavored to select for animadversion. 



~ol. ~nger£)011 to mr. Gllad~fr01£e. 

~ro THE RrnHT HoN. \V. E. a LA f)STOXE, l\1. P. 

~fy DEAR SIR :-At the threshold of this reply, it gives me 
pleasure to sny that for your intl(•llect awl ch;U'<H.· tur I hnse thl~ 
gr«~n.tcst respect; antllet me sn.y furthl'l ', t hnt I :-\h a l] eonsideJ' your 
n rgumcnts, assertions, and inferences eutirl'ly n.pnl't from your 
pt •r:-;mutlity-ttpa.rt frotn the exitlted position tha,t yuu occupy in tho 
l 'tinw.tion of the civilized wor1cl. I gladly n.cknowledg«~ the in­
• ·~timnble services that you have ren<.lered, not on Jy to England, hut 
to man kind. .Most 1nen are chilled and wwrowed Ly :,he snows of 
a~e; their thoughts u.re darkened by the ~tpproach of night. But 
you , for n•nny ypars, hav<~ h nstcnt>(.l toward the light, n.nd yonr 
mind hns been "an autumn t hat g rew t he Jnore by reaping." 

u·ud()l.' no circumstances could 1 feel justifi ed in taking tuh·nntnge 
of thP ;\dtni~si ons that vou hnYe made as to the "errors" the c: mis­
f:-•:1(:n:1cc/' t1w "in tlrmiti'esn.nd d H! p1·ITC'rsi ty" of the Chri~tinn church. 

It is perft•ctly apparent thn,t churche~, being ouly aggregations 
of people. contn.in tho p1·e.iudiec, tho ignorance, the ,·icas antl the 
,·]rttws of onlina ry humnn Lei11gs. The perfect cn,nnot be made 
ont of the imperf<:>~t. 

A man is not 1l CCes~n.rily n, g-1·• ·at mathematician 1 >Ccn use he 
a.d1nits tlw eorrectllL'SS l )f tlte multiplien.tinn table. The best crcc•l 
1nay h· belien~tl by tlw worst of the hlllnan ntce. KPitlwr the 
cri tJH:>s nor the ' rirtncs of the church tend to proYe or cllsproYe the 
SH}Wl'Jw,t nral origiu t1f r~1igion. The massacre of St. Bn.1·tholomew 
tends no 1nore to t·stahli~h t}w inspirn,tioll of the sc riptures than 
the bom lmnlmrnt of Alexandria,. 

But there is one thing that cannot be admittetl, an<l that is your 
~tatpment that tlw e.onstitution of mm1 is in n, '' warped, itupnired, 
n nd dislocn.ted conditi()n," n.nd t hn t ''these defon11ities it:dispose 
lllCll to belief." I..~et us ux:unine this. 

\ V e say that a thing is " wn.rpecl" thn.t w n,s once n en.rer l ~vo l , Hat, 
<'r stl'i\1ght ; that it is " intpaired '' when it WI\S once nen.rer per­
fect , au<l thn,t it is " disloco,ted " when once it was united Con-
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sequont1y, y ou huse said that a.t some time the lnn nan con sti t ution 
was nn\varped~ unimpair(!d , anJ with each pn.rt working in hunnony 
with nll. You seetn to believe in tl te degeneracy of n1n.n , antl that 
our nufortunato race, stn.rting u.t perfection, ha.s tl'u.velletl tlowu­
ward th l'ongh all the wasted yc~a rs. 

I t is hard ly possible thnt out· n.ncestorR \\·ere pm·fect. If history 
pruvus u.uything , )t esta.l,}islws t he fact that ei,·ilizntion was nut 
first, and ~usagery afte1·wn.nls. Cer tailtly the tPndt·ney of man is 
n ot llo\ V toward lJfu'tnt ris m. T here nlnst hn.Y t~ lH.:en a. tinte wlw u 
la11gnage was un known, when lips had never fol'l llt 1d n. worJ . T h11t 
w lticlt tna.n k nows, mnn must hn .. ve lenrue(l The victor io::, of our 
race lHt\'e Leen slowly awl pain fully \\7 on. I t i:; <1. long distance 
frolll t he g ibLcrish uf t he ~avng<.· to t lw son11ets of Sha kespenre--u 
long n,nd wen.cy road f rotn t he p ip e of Pan to t.he g reat vrclwstra. 
voicet.l wi th e\·ery toue front t he g lad wnrLlC'- of a Hinted Li rd to the 
hna t·se thnndt>r of the sen.. 'l'hc r oad is long- that lies between the 
d iscordant cries u ttered by the l,arlmrinn over th(_~ gashed Luc..ly of 
his foe nntl the nuu ·,·o lons 1nusic of \ Yn.g nt·r awl Beethoven. It is 
hn..rdly possil >lc to conel'ive of the yean\ that lit• l,utwecn the caves 
in which ei·out h ett <'ur nak ed <H1Cesturs erunchiug the hones of 'vild 
bNtsts,rm<l the home uf a civilized lllan \Yith its eotllfort!-3, its ar t icles 
of lnxlnT au(luse,-with its \nJrks uf art, wi t h it~ r•u riehed and 
jllnm iun.tl'.l \Yn11 :-c~. 'l'hiuk of t he Li llo\n•d yc..·H r·:.; that 1nn~t ha.Ye 
rolled lwtwc..·eu thesu shon •s. Think of the \·ast di:-;tnnee t hat tHan 
hn~ slowly gl'oped frm u t ho (lark t.lens n.nd lairs of ig11orauce and 
fea r tu Uw intd!ectnal conquests of our day. 

Is it true that th eSt1 deforn ti tios, these '' warp\~d, iu1paire<l, awl 
Jislocntec..l cou~ti tntions itH11spose 1ncn to l1elicf (' Ct&.Jl ' "·e iu th i:::; 
wny account for the doubts entel'ta.iuod by the intellectual leaclo l'~ 
of uu1 u k ind ? 

It wi ll not do, in th is n.ge an<l t itn e. t o account for unbl:licf in 
th is t..k·fonu(l(1 and tli~1ocated \\7 ay. The exu.ct opposite tnu l5t Le 
trne. I g nol'n.uee nnd credulity sustain t h e relation of <.· fLu:-;~.~ a nd 
eflect. Ignorance is sn.ti sfioJ wit h assertion , with appearance . 
. As mnn ri:-lcs in tho scn.lo of intelligence h e d cuw.nc..ls evid en ce. 
H e l,l'gius to look bn.ck of appen,rn.nco. H e asks the priest for 
rensons. 'l'hc must ignorant part of Christeudom is the 1nost 
, orthotlox. 

You hnve simply repeated a favorite asser t ion of the clergy, 
to the effect that rnan rejects the gospel because he js naturally 
depraved and hnrcl of heart--because. owing to tho sin of Adarn 
and Eve, he has fallen from the perfection an<.I purity of paradise 
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to that " impaired" condition in which he is sn.tisfied with the 
filthy rugs of reason, observation and experience. 

The truth is, thn.t what you call unbelief is only a higher and 
holier faith. :Millions of men reject Christianity because of its 
cruelty. 'l'he Bible was never rejected by tho cruel. It has been 
upheld by countless tyrants-by the dealers in ]nuun.n flesh-by 
the destroyers of un.tions-by the enenries of intelligence-by the 
st ealers of babes a ud the \vhippcrs of women. 

I t is also true that it hns been held ns sacred by the good, the 
self-denying, the virtuous u.nd the loving, who clung to the sacred 
volume on account of the good it contttins and in spite of all its 
ctueltics and crimes. 

Yon nre tnistn.ken when you su,y that, all " the faults of n.ll the 
Christian bodies a nd subdivision~ of ho<lies have been carefully 
raked together " in lilY Reply to Dr. F ield, "and IHade pH,rt and 
parcel of the indictn10nt agn,inst the <.liviue schCine of salvation." 

Xo thoughtful 1nan pretends that any fnult of any Christian 
body can be used ns au argument n,gainst 'vhat you call the " divine 
schetne of redemption." 

I ii.nd in your Hemarks the frequent charge that I an1 guilty 
of 1naking assertions and leaving thetn to stand without the n .. ssist­
ance of argunwut or fact , aud it may be proper, at this pn.rticular 
point, to inquire how you know that there is "a divine sehenw of 
redemption." · • 

l\Iy objPet ions to this "divine schctne of red01nption" are: 
ft·rst, that there i ~ not the siightest eYidence that it is divine ; second, 
that it is not iu any sense a '' schernc," ·human or divine ; and thir;·d, 
that it cuunot, by n.ny pos.siLility, result in the recle111ption of a 
h nmn.u being. 

I t cn nnot Le divi ne, because it has no foundation in the nature 
of thit1g·s, and is uot in ncconla.nce with reasou. It is based 011 the 
idea. tlutt right and wrong are the expression of un arbitrary will, 
and not worcls nppliccl to: awl descripth·e of, nets in the light of con­
sequences. It rests upon the absurd ity cnlletl ({ pardon," upon the 
assum ption that when n. cri1ne has Leen conunittcd justice will be 
satisfied with the pnnishnwnt of the innocent. One person Inn.y 
suf·ier, or reap tt benefit, in consertuencc of the act ot another, but 
no 1uan can be justly punished for the crin1e, or justly rewarded 
for the virtues, of another. A "schmue" that punishes an iunocent 
Jnan for t he Yicl~5 of another can hardly ue calletl divine. Can a 
rnut'dcrer tind justification in the agonies of his victin1 l There is 
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-no vicnriou~ vice; there is no vicn.rions vil'tne. F ur llh~ it i."' ha t·d 
to understand how tt just and loving being ca.n cha rgl' ont· nf lti:-\ 

.-children " ·ith the vices, or credi t hin1 with the \·irtlh·:-;, of anotlll•r. 

And why shonlcl we call uuytlring n. ·' divine scht· llll', thnt. ha~ 
b een a failure frotn the '' fn. ll of Jll£lll " mt til thP })}'<'S<! ll t lltuluent ~ 
\rha.t rn.ce, what nn.tiun bas been red.-e llH.'d throu~·h the instnlll ll'll · 
tn.li ty of this " Ji \·ine sehe1ne ? " H nse nut t lw s{tl 1j ects uf ~"" ' lt-wp­
tion been f01· the tnn~t part the en Pmi e;;; uf ci\' i]i zatiuu ~ Has nut 
.almost every vn.luahle huuk s incP the inYL'n till tl o t' printing 1JL't'1l 

·denonncetl l,y the hdievers in t lH• '' dh·i1w ~wlt ('I I H' ? , Ill tl' lligence, 
the developlltent of the Juiwl, the di~<·o,·e rit·:-; o f ~ti• ' llCe, tlw illYUll ­
tions of gc•nius, the culti \·nt ion of the i llJ n.~ina.tion th rough nrt. and 
1nusic, n.11d the practice of virtue will t•cdemu t he httll li\.ll ntct·. 
These al'c the saviours of nHtnkind . 

You ad 111 it thn.t t he '' Cln·i ~til'ul eh n ~·~ lw~ lut \ ' l'. by tl lf' i J' Pxaggm·­
.ations and ~hortcom ings, and by th"ir faul ts of cow 1 net, contri buted 
t o hriug about a. cowlition of ho:-.tility tu rc ·ligious faith." 

If one w il'hes to knuw tlw worst. that lllan has done. nll thnt 
powPr guidecl l,y el'udty l'<lll ,In, all tJw excnsPs that can be fl'mnt·ll 
fo t· the con1mission of ._. , .L'J'\' cri llll', the infinit•· diftl_·renCl' that can 
exist. bebn·Pll t hn.t which i~ pt·ofp~-.;ed aJHl that which is practicl·d, 
the nul. n ·, ·lou:-; 111 rt1 ign it,. ()f lll t·e k w.· . ..;s, the atTn~H.HCt· uf It Hlll iIi t\· ' , . \ .. 
m1tl t he sa\·nu-erv of what is kn uwn n~ " uni\'t•l':·.-al ]o \·e," It-t hilll 
read t 1 H~ ldst~Jl 'Y" uf t he Chri~t.ian church. 

Yet , I nc,t only admit tlw .. t 1ll i11ions of Clu·istia.ns have l>ccn 
l wnest in the expression of tlwir opinior.s, bu t Llmt the5· lm\'<.' beeu 
.aitlOllg' t he ht·~t nncl n11hlt ·:st uf unr race. 

And it i~ further nd111ittcd thnt n tTe•·d :-; lllJuld IH· <'xantin <·d apal't 
fro1n the COildnct of t lwse w hu IJCL\'L• assenteJ tu its t rnth. The 
church shoultl IK~ j udged a~ n wholl', n.ncl its faul ts ~honlcl he 
u.ccounted for either by the weakness nf luunan nature, or by r ea:-;ou 
.of sonw defect or Yiee in t he rel igion t:tnght,-ut· by both. 

Is there any thing in the Christi<\ll t'l'ligion-nnyth ing in whnt 
y ou arc pleascc l to call the " Sn.creJ Scriptnn ''," tending to cause 
the crinws anJ atrocities t hat ban.~ been eou11nittc<l 1Jy the C hurch ? 

It semns to be natura] for u. 1nan t o dr fend hims ·lf a.nd the ones 
h e loves. Tho fat her sln.ys the 1w1.n who would kill h is chiltl-he 
·defcncls the body: Tho Christi~tn father bul'ns the heretic-he 
.defends the soul. 

If "m:tho•.l ox Christianity " be true, an infidel has not the right 
·t o live. Evory Look in \Vhich the Bible is attacked should be 
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burnccl ''?ith it~ author. \Vhy hesitnte to burn a rno.n whose con­
stitution is cc wnrped, itnpairud and dislocated," for a few tnon1ents, 
when hundreds of others will be sn,vcd fron1 eternal flmncs? 

In Christianity you will find the c~tusc of persecution. The 
i1len. that belief is essential to salvation-this ignorant and merci­
less doguw- n<.:connts for the atrociti es of the church. This u.bsnrtl 
declaration hnil t the duJl~(·on s, used the instruments of torture, 
crt.•ctcd the seaflulds anti 'fighte<l the fagots of u, thousa.nd yen.r~. 

\Yhat, I pray you, is the '' hc~t\·cnly trensnre" in the keeping of 
your chnrc:h ? I s it a belief iu n.n iniinitc Go<l ? 'l'hut was Lelie\·ed 
" thonsn wls of yc·ars l1eforc the serpent tmnptec..l Eve. Is it a belief 
in the iunnortn1ity of the soul ? That is far older. Is it that rna.n 
~houl <l tr(•at his neig-hlJor ns hintsel f ? Thnt is uwrc ancient. 'Vhu.t 
is the treasure in t.l~~ kPeping of tho chnrch ? Let me tell you. It 
is thi~: That there is but one true religion- CltJ•istianity,-nnd 
that all others a.rc fa.lse; thn.t. the prophets, and Christs, and priests 
of all others have been nnd n.ro ilnpostors, or the victims of insanity ; 
that the Bible is tho one inspired book- the one authentic record 
of the \vords of God; that n.ll rnen are naturally depraved un(.l 
dcscrYe to be punished with unspeakable tor1nents forever : thn.t 
there is only one path that lends to heaven, \Vhile countless high­
wnys len{l to hell ; that there is only one nct1ne under heaven by 
which a hnmm1 heing tan be sa.Yed; that \Ve 1nust believe in the 
Lord .Je~u::.: Chri~--t: that this lifo, with its fe\V and fleeting years, 
fixes the fate of lllail ~ that the fe,\· 'vill be sa·..ted n,nd the 1nany 
forever lost. 'fhis is tho " he.n,venly tren.Sure , within the keeping 
of your church. 

Antl this " treasure" has been guarded by the cherubim of perse­
cution, who~e tlallling sword~ w ere \Yet for Hutny centuries with the 
best and Lrtv:c..·st hlooll. It has been guarded by cunning, by 
hypocrisy, by Htewlacity, by honesty, by calumniating the generous, 
by 1w1liguing t he good, by thun1LscrO\YS and racks, by charity anu 
love, by roLhery a.nd assassination, by poison and fire, by the vir­
tues of the ignorant n.nd the Yices of the learned, by the violence 
of l!wbs nnd the \vhidwinds of war, by every hope and every fear, 
by every cruelty and every crin1e, and by all there is of the " rild 
beast in the heart of mn.n. 

\Vith great propriety it 1nay be n.sked : In the keeping of \vhich 
church is this " hefl.venlv treasure ? '' Did the Catholics have it, 
and wn-.'3 it taken by Luther ? Did Henry the VIII. seize it, and 
is it now in the keeping of the Church of England ? 'Vhich of· 
the warring sects in America has this treasure ; or have we, tn. 
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t his connt ry, only the " rust mul canker ?'~ I s it in nn Epi~copol 
Church, tlaat refuses to nssucia.te with o. coloured tnflll fur \Vhout ·. 
Christ Llicd, u.tt<.l who is guutl enough for the society of the angelic 
l&ust ( 

But whc.•re\·er this " hcnYeul\' tt·c·nsnre" hns been, about it hu.Yc 
n }wn.y~ hnYel'cd the 'tyutp lml1uu uinl~ Ot superstition, thrusting 
thl! ir Lra.zen Lenks and <:ln.ws deep iuto the fl esh of houest tnen. 

You were plc:n~ed to point ont as the pnrticulnr line justifying 
your nssct·tion "tl tn.t dcnuncintiou, snreu.sm, n.nd invecti,·e L'Ollsti­
tute the staple of nty wod~," tlHlt line in which I ~penk of thost• 
who expect to recvivc as n.l llls un eternity of joy, and n.dd : " 1 
tnke t his ns a specimen of the 1node of statt'ment which pertnente~ 
t he w hole." 

D r. Fi t l<1 commenced his Open L<·tter by sn.ying: " I nrn glad 
that I kuow yon, evr!n llwwjh sonte (/ 'lfi- ?J ln·elhreT~ look· l~Jpon yo·u. 
as cc.. ·1nu·,1.·4ei·, IJ,,N~n;je of yow;· 1~Jnol!lir{" 

I n rl·ply I s illlply sn.id: " The stntemeu t in your Letter thnt sorru:.· 
of yon r Gretht·en louk npon me as u. uw11~tur on account of my 
unbel iL·f tcn Lho~ to shuw tb;tt those who love God ru:o not always the 
f rien•ls of th L·ir fd low men. I s it not strange that people who achuit. 
that th L·y ought to be tternully dalll lH_.tl-thnt they are by nnturc 
dl'prn,·Nl- thnt th0l'l' can l,e no sonntln css of health in then1 , can 
b e so nr rt,gnn tly L·geti~tic ns to look upou ot.he rs n~ lllOnsters? And 
yet SO llle uf yout· hn·thren whc, n\gnnl un believers ns infatnous~ 
rely for Slth·nti on entirely Oil the gont lllt:SS of UUOthcr, n.nJ CXpPct to. 
r eceiYe as <th llB an ch:L'ttity of joy." Is there any donuncintinn1 

sm·casm, or in,·c.·etive iu this? 
\Yhy should one who achnits thnt he i~ hiJnsclf totally depru,ved 

. call a.ny other mau, l,y wny of reJn·onell. n ruon:;tt' l' ? P ossibly, he 
n light bL· jn~titied in addressing hi111 ns a fellow-n1onster. 

I run not ~ati sticd with yont· sta tl'ment thnt "the Chris tian ' 
r ecei ,·es a.s al 111S all whatsoe\'er lre rec:ei ,·es nt n.ll." Is it true that ­
n1an d L'SL· rves Ollly pnnish1nellt ? Does tho llHUl who nmkcs the · 
\vor1 d hcttl• t·, who works nthl battles fo1· the right, ~tnd dies for the -
good .or hi~ f: l.low 111en, deserve no_thi ng but pain nnd anguish? I s 
hnppu1ess :t g-tft or a consequence? Is hen,ven 011ly a \Vell-conductcd . 

. poorhouse ? Are the angels in their h i~h l·~t (~state nothing but 
lappy pn.upcrs? )lust n.ll the redcenwd feel that they arc in hea\"en 
linlply because there was a tniscarriage of just ice? ' Vill t he lost 
tie the only ones who will know that the r igh t thing luts been done~ . 

1d will they alone appreciat e the ,. ethical olernents of r eligion? 7:.1' ' 
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\r ill t lwy rc 'JH'Ht tlH · w o1·d s that you lul\'C q uott.•d : u McJt't: \ " und 
jud~ll lP il t nre lll t·t t.ogt·t h"l' ; t ·ighteottsl\l)~s und p• ·ace lw.\'e 'k issed 
(!HCh ot) ll'r" ( ot· will those wnt·ds be spoken by the redeeuwd as 
t hny jny{)nsly colltl'lllp lntt' t ill· w 1·itlling~ 11f t he lost ? 

Xo one wi ll d ispute" that iu t ltl' d i ~euss i on ol' i 111portnnt <Jncst iolh 
c•.a lt nw·~:-i illld s.,J.,·ipt\· HJ'e (':-isc•JJt1 nl." Hut solen Ill it r neecluot l11~ 
eatTi t•d tn t lw \'eq.~··· o'f· JtH •ll tnl pnrnly~ i s. In tl H; :-it'HI'e'h t'ul' t nt th,­
t ha t t'\.4'1'\' thiu~ i ll nalttr•· sL'•' I IIS t f) hi'l(•,- JIIItll llL·eds t]t e nssist.n.JH.'l' 
of all h i~ fnc.·t~lti <'s. All t he St!llSt'S should be awake. l1ntll Ol ' 
shl)ul<l C'IU'J'.)" n t'JI'eh , \ri t sltonld g i ,.e its sttddt'll I ig ht, UH.ndoJ' 
..;}wnld l1uld the selllt ·s. Ht•,tson , t he thud n•·hi te l', f' ltonld put his 
l'o,Yal !"tn.mp un on~ J'Y fnct, nwl ~h· t JlO l'Y· with 1t Jtti set·'s <.·nt·c, should 
.k ~· ··p nud gttal'd t lH · IIH!Il tal gold. 

~' l.'h e chnrc·h ha~ td wnys d .. spisc_•d t it(• lJI Hll nl' hnmur, ltnted 1nughtel' 
nwl •'lwou ra~·(·d tlw lt:tl uu·g.r of ~ol l' lllllity. It is not willing tllll t 
tllL' llliwl :--hqn]d snld .. et its C t'(~e ll to l' \ 'P t'Y tc•st of truth. lt w i:-ilH!:-. 
t.1• 1)\'t•l'ilWP. l t. dot>s twt sn \·, " l ie · thnt hnth n llli wl to thin k ld 
hi111 t.hillk r' : lntt," H( • t.hnt l;·ath ears to hPa r let him hem·." Tht· 
,.hnl'dt hn:-: nl wan.; nLlwtTI'd wi t.-t.hn t i-: to sH \ ', it d o t.!S Hot e ll ­

in,\· ltt•in!.!· 't.I'Ul'k·l,,,. tl w lig·ht11 ing· of the :-\nnl. 'l'ht• f'nnlldnt iot J pf 
\\' it is 1. ' .~·i c. and it 1Hls alwn.y s h L't ' ll th t.> i!He tny uf the supel'l\ tt tul·nl. 
tht· s11le l llll and ahsn t•tl. 

Yt;n f'XPI'ess ~r('nt. l'PgTet thnt Hn one nt the p rt!:-if•Ht dny is n l>lt · 
t.o writt · lik•· Pnseal. Y(•ll adlllin· h i~ wit nw l t endt•l't l t-ss, and t ht• 
uni,pw. brillian t, ctwl fn!"ti llnti ng t tl llllll• ·t· in wl 1ieh l i t' t n ·nb ·d th• · 
profc . •\llll1t·~t. n ud li lt ..... t cot tq d··x i lte lllf':-:. ~hnri ng .j1 ,\ "Otll' nd Ill i ration 
and l'I'L!Tc:t , I (•all ,\"i 11 11' nt.td l tion tn what tn igh t J,(' t n.ll(•d tHW of 
},j:-; n·li!..!iou:-- ~··· :~ ~.·raliz<i.tion :-' . •· l>i s(·a~e is t ht• tw hu·a l ~taLe of «1 

Cltl-i..-tian.'' ( '••ttaiul.\· it c:dll lOt l ,e sn,id thnt, .l. hnSt! L' \"t•t' 1niugled 
tht~ pt·of, 111\\d awl eut llp it·x i ll n tllOl'e faseinntin~: lllHilll l ' l'. 

Anotlw1· in . ..;tnnct• isgin·n uf t hP '· tlll llHl tntms 1l1dJwtl in which I 
·euntlnct. not, illdt·l'd, lll\"r nn !'llllll'll t, l •ut lll \ " (:ilst•.' ' " . . 

01'. Fi· ·1d hnd d nnrn n d i:"' ti action het\Y\'l'H :"'U pl'r;::;tit ic.nt n.nd re· 
ligi•)n, to which 1 n·pl i .. d: " Yon are slwckL·d at the llindoo mother 
wlwn slw !.!' i,·t·~ hl'r chilc l to dl'nth n.t t he suppused <::01nmnwl of her 
t :od. \ \ ' ha t cl o ~·on thin l~ of Al.ll'nJuu n, of tl cphthnh ? \Vhut b 
.Y"tl\' opinion of .)t!ho \'nh ltitll :-;elf ?" 
The~e ~iwph' qne~ti ons seetn to hnYe excited you to an nnnsnnl 

·d t·crn •l', and ,·on ask i1 1 wnn ls of souw se,·cri ty: " \Vhether this is 
~ ,, ~ 

t he tone in which cont.l'O\"t't'sil'S onght to be tnrricd on ?" And you 
~a,y thnt-'' not only is the lHHne of J L'lH.l\"ah encircled in tho heart 
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,of Pvery l.H ~Ii•\\'t\1 ' with tlw ]ll'nfoundco:.-t l'P\'Pt'Ptu·t· nud lo\'<•, 1mt t}u1l. 
tlt t.· Cllristiau t'l' i igiou h ·ad ws, th J'ough thP itH·H J'llll t ion, »l p t• t·s, mnl 
relation with Gocl so lorty that iL cnu on1

4
\ . lu · nppt'(IJtelH·d in n clc.\l\p, 

re,·el'l'lltinl cnll tt.'' You n.d 1t lit thnt •· n pt •J'soll wl1o dt~c ' JII~ n g-i ,·t·H 
l'eligion to he wicked, lliH\' hL\ k•d (11\Wnl'd Ly lncrical eoll:-;i...;t••nc·\ ' t u 
imp-ugn in stl·tmg te rn1~ the ellltl'Hl' tt'l' 11f th .. a~thcH' nnd olt,j<-~t of 
tlmt religion," but you ius i .... t t.lu1t. Sl\('lt pt •J'soH is 11 l~t)ttJHl by th•· 
ln.ws ol' sol'ialtnurnli t\· nwl dec<: lll'\ ' to C'(lltsidt•r WPII tlw tertii~ nnd 

" ·' wc..·n.ning of his illdic·tliH.• nt." 

\\'ns thet·e nny lru:k of " l'('''(' l 't'l ltin l ellhtt" in lilY •ftlP:-itinn ? 
gnse 110 upiniuu , dt·cw no indictllh:ttt, l1n t. si 11q d,r n:-\kt·d l'ut· llw 
opinion Of HIIUthcl'. \rns that ll ,·iol<tLiull of tilt' "ln\\'S of So<.'inJ 
lllOI'Illit.y Hlld d ee1:1IC.)' ? ,, 

.J t i:-\ w>t nee• ·s~a ry fu1· 1111 · to di~('ll:-\~ this qlln,tiutl with rt>tJ . It 
h ns been ~L·ttl t ·d \,y ,J,.h,n·nh hiw~c · lf. Yon }ll'~>l ,al,l,\· J'(' l llt 'llll~t· J· tht· 
n~eouut gin~u in t he ··ig·htt•<·nt.ll dmptt •J' t~ f I. 1\iug..,, of n ec,tl t ,·st 
IJetween t it( • prupll<'ts of H1w. l and th•~ prnphL·Ls uf .l<•ho\'ah. Tht •J'<• 
\\'t! l'O folll ' hnndn·d nHd fift,\' pt•ophc:ts •>f t}w fnbe u,,.J , whr, 
<· nden..vottl'<•cl tP iudnt:• · tll<'il' dl'ity to eoll:--\l llt e with li1·e from ht•a\'en 
L1w snerifk·<· upuu his nlt~u·. .According lo Lh t• nc:<·•mnt, tlH.',\" W e J'(• 

greatly in l'll l't H';.,L TlH ·~~ e,·i·La i nly <q,pc<u·ed to hn n· sut;lt; hupc uf 
,..;ucce~~~ hnt t il l· ti l'L' .lid Hot cl c:s<"t ·nd . 

~~ ~\wl it Cil.llle to pas~ :Lt Jlooll, t hat, Elijnh llt,ekt•cl t:henJ nud Haicl 'C1·~· allltfll, 
fol' ho iH n gcHl; tlit.lwl' It~· i:\ tall-dug, •II" ltc i:-~ pw·~Hiug. or llu is in a j•JUl'lle)·: t)J' 

p emd \' cllt lll'u lw lilcupdh aud lllltHt la.: ilWilkt:cl. , . 

])n yon e• J l lsid~~r that tlt l' l'l'oper wa.r lo attnek the God. of 
nnot iH• I' ( ] )iti -~t Elijalt know t]lilt. t he.· ll HJll(' uf nnnJ. "WllS 

eneirdPtl itt tht· ht·:tl' t of ( '\'<..' 1',\ ' lwli t•\'t>l' with t.l11· profonlld ('=-'t rever­
ence awl lo \·c (" l)id he "viul nte t he }n\\":-: •Jf ;o-;(;cinl Jllul'<tlity u.ud 
I r, II 

<. t•ee ney ! 

But tJ <' ho,·nh nnd Elljnh did noL !-'tup at this pu1nt. Tl~t •y were 
H ilt sntistied wi th liiiH.'kin .~ th1• p rc;plwtr; f)f Ban i. bn t. th••y IJI•onghL 
thL'11t dowu to tiH• l,i·CJnk .K i~llntl-[nul' lnntdl't!d mH l tift\· of theH\ ... 
- ll.lHl there t hey llltll'd e l'l'd e\'l'l'Y o tw. 

J) c)es it <l}lpt •n t· tu ,\·on that un that ucen:-;iun , on th<· lmnks of th(~ 
. brook Kishou - " nh~rcy nw 1 jnclgt11en t 111d· toge Lher, an•.l that 
right.t•ou~Hcss aud pence kissed eneh other ?'' 

Tho qncstion nr1ses: Hn.s e\·cry onu who l'ends tho Old Tcstanwnt 
the rig ht to expre~s h1s t hough t n.s to thu cbarnctcr of J ehoYah? 
1~ ou will admit that llS he reads his n1ind will receive sotne impres­
~sion, nnd thn.t when he fin ishes the " inspired volutne " he will lwYc 
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~u1ne opinion a5 to the character of J oltovn.h. Hn.s he the right to­
express thn.t opinion ? Is the Bible a revelation fr01n God to 1nn.n 7 
Is it a revelation to the rnan who reads it, or to the n1an who does 
not reatl it ? If to the man who reads it, has be the right to give 
to others the ro\·elation that God has given to him ? If he cotnes to 
the conclusion at " rhich you haYe arrived,-that Jehovah is God,­
hns he the right to express that opinion ? 

If he conclnucs, n.s I have don~) that J chovf.Lh is a myth, 1nust he 
refrnin frotn giving ltis honest thong·ht ? Chri~tians do not hesitate 
to give their opinion of heretics, philo:o;ophers and infidels. They 

t are not restrained by t.hc " hnvs of social rnorality and decency." 
They hnxe persecut.erl to tlw extent of their power, and their 
J ehovah }H'Ollounc~<l upon nnbclievers every curse capable of being 
expres~ed in tho H (•l,rcw dialect. At this rnornent, thousands of 
llJissi(,naries art• attacking t he gods of the heathen \Vorld, and 
hen.piug cou tempt ou the religion of others. 

Bnt us you lut,·c seen p roper t o defend J ehovah, let us for a 
ltluHh.!nt exn1uiue thi deity of the ancient J ews. 

There are seYernl test s of character. I t tnay be that all the 
virtues can be expressed in the " ·onl " kindness," and tho.t nearly 
u1l the viccti arc guthcrccl t ogether in the word "cruelty." 

Lnn~ht0r is a test of charnct<.•J'. \Vhen we kno\v 'vhat u. tnan 
'-' 

lnughs n.t, we kno·w w·hut he really is. Docs he laugh n.t misfortune, 
at poYerty, at honesty in rags, a t industry w·ithout food, at the 
agonies of his fellow n1en ? Does he lu,ugh " ·hen he sees the con­
\·ict clothefl in the ~m·n1ents of shatne- n.t the critninal on the 
~catl'ol d '? Does he n;-b his hand~ with glee over the mnbers of an 
encn1y's h0111e ? 'l'l' ink of a man cnpnhl(\ of laughing while looking 
at ..\ln rgw·rite in the pri~on cell ,dth her den cl Lahe by her side. 
\Vhat nnt~t lJc the rcul character of a. God who laughs at the 
cn.]:uni ties of his children, n1ocks at their fenr~, their tlcsohttion, 
their , 1 istn'ss and nuguish ? \Vonld an infinitely loving God hold 
his ignornn t children in derision ? \Yuuld he pity, or mock ? Save, 
or dt·st ro,·? Eclucnte, or c.xtunninate? \Vonltt he lead t he111 with 
gc.·ntl l\ lutnd:' town r< l the light, or lie in 'vai t for then1 1 ike tL wild 
beast ? Think of the echoes of t.Tehonth's lnughter in the rayless 
caYeru~ of t he etel'Hnl prison. Can a good nutn Inock at the 
childreu of defonnity ? ' Vill he deride the n1isshupen ? Your 
J ehovah clef on nod son1e of h is <HYn children, and then held them 
up to scorn and hatred. Tl1ese divine tnis~akes-thcse blunders of· 
the infinite-,vere not allow·od to enter tho tCinple erected in honor· 
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·-of hitn who had dishonored then1. l)ocs tt kinll father mock his 
·defunued rhilJ ? \\'hat would you t.Jrink of n. n1othcr " ·ho " ·ould 
tlcriue and taunt her Juishn.pen l1c.the ? 

There i:-:; another test. How dues n. llH1.H usC' power? I s he gentl e, 
or cruel ? Does he tleft·nd the weak, s u CCill' the oppressed. or 
trn.m ple on t he fallen ? 

If you will r ead again t lw twenty-eighth chnpter of D l)nt.eronomy, 
yon \vill find how J ehovah, the compa::;~ionu.te, whose lUUlle is 
enshrined in so many hearts, threatened to usc his power. 

" The L ol'd shall smite thee with a consnmptirm. nwl with i l feYer, n.ntl with 
n.n intlammnt iu11, n.wl with an cxtl'ellle bunlin!-{, aml with t he :;wol'd, 1~11d with 
blastmg a.nd mildew. And thy heaven that is._nn;r thy h\m.d shall he hrass, ami 
the ~arth that ig mHler thee 31ta.II be irou . The L•.~nl :.;hall ltl"tke the rain 0f 
thy ]n]J(l pnwdcr :uul dust .. " . . . . 4

' .And thy c; ~1·cass shall be men.t u u tn 
a ll the f•>wl s (Jf tho a it· aml unto the bcastn .. r the enrt h. '' . . . . " Th~.• 
Lord sh<l-11 !>Illite t ht:lc with IJlH(l ll u8s itlld bliudlluf's. .\.JHl t huu ~;bai t (~a t of thu 
fruit of t h iue CJWll body, t h e il e::~h nf thy St •lls awl thy •laugh ters. The tcutlcr 
and dclicntc women amoug yutl, . . ht·r l!Y(! sha ll he edl . . . toward 
lwr young one ,lJICl toward her childrett whieh site shall hoar ; for she sh·dl ea t 
them." 

S hould it hr found thn.t t.hesc cu1·ses '\Yere in fnrt. uttered l •y the 
God of hell, awl thnt the trans lators hud made n, tnistakc in 
attributing thelll to Jeho\·ah, could y ou say t]wt t ltt! :scutin1ents 
expressed are i11cnngistcnt with tlw ~nppns<•d chaructt'l' of the 
Infinite Fiond ? 

A nation is ,iudged Ly its l:J ws-hy the puni~h 111cnt it inflicts. 
'l'he tuttion thnt ~H: ; : ~ ltes ordinury oiii ~ncer-: with d( ·~.th is regat·dcd 
ns bnrbm·ou~, n.nn ijlle nation that tortnrt·~ befort' it kills is 
d enonnc<~d ~r. · ·-:, ,~age. 

" ' hat cr~n y•)n sn.y of t he government of ,J(-.}HJ,·ah, in which death 
"·a~ the pen1th y i ;."'r hnnd1·e·l~ of ofienccL? -~.}nth fur the expression 
of n.n honc~t .,hought-dcath for touching with a good intention a 
sacred ark-death for mn.king- hair oil--for ~.-~.ting Rhew bread­
for irnihttittg iuceng0 ftnrl perfumP.ry ? 

In the history of the 'vorid D· ·,norc c1·uel coclc cannot be found. 
Crimes s~cm to haYe been in,.l ... ntcd to ~ratify a ficndis l~. desire to 
shed the G1ood of n1cn. 

There is another t est: ~Jow Jo~.; a wn.n treat the anilnals in his 
power - his faithful hor~e--hiF paJ.i·mt ox-his loving dog ? 

Ho\v did J chovah trent t;. ! a.ntr..1als in Egypt ? "T ould n Jo,·iug 
God, \Vith He!:Ce hu.i1 frm.r~ .l .tenNen , bruise nnd kill the innocent 
cn,ttle for th0 crimes of Llwir ·; ... vuers 1 \\' ould he tonuent , tor tur0 
-ttwl <.lcstro:y the·~u for t.!..~ s:£.1B of 1nen ? 
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J ehovah wa:; a. God uf bluml. His altar was a tlorncd with the 
h orns of n b~nst. He esta1l}i ::.-;hcd tt religion in \Yhich every tmnple 
wo.s a slnugltter h ouse, a.w.l every pt·iest :.1. butcher-a religion that 
de twlnded the death of the first-Lorn, and delighted in the destruc­
tion of )ife. 

There i:::, still mwtlwt• test: The civilized Inalt g ives to otl!t'l'S the 
rights t hat h e claitns for hitnsdf. 1-le believes in the liberty of 
tlwug1 •t nnd expression, n,nd <.tbhors p l: t·scention fo r conscience sak e. 

J)id J ehovah lwlie\'t! in the innocence of thought c\nd the liberty 
nf exprt•s-.;ion ? 1\:indnt·~s is fuund witlt trne gre;\tncss. Tyranny 
lodges only in th1· breast of t he small , the nn.lTO\\· , the shriveled 
and the selti~h. Did .Jehovah tcaeh mH.l pl'acticc generosity · 'Vas . 
1 ~.-J a Leliever in religious l~berty ? 1 f he wns and is, 111 / ,;.ct, God, 
h e lllU!'t Ita n: knuwn, e \·eu fon l' tlwu~nnd y otLl'S agoJ that \\·orship 
HUls t be f 1·ce, and he who is forced upon his knees cannot, by any 
po~s1bil i ty, have the spirit of prayer. 

L et 1nc call your a.ttt•ution t o a few passages iu the thirteenth 
du1pter of Deuteronomy : 

•' If thy bro ther, t.he son uf thy m other , or thy sou, ur thy <.la.nghter, or the 
w1ft~ of thy bn~um, m· thv ftieud, which is m; thille uwn soul, entice thee 
Recretly. sayiu~, Let us gu ;md serve other gods, . . . t ho u shalt not con· 
sent unto hitn, 11or h~arkt.lll nnlo him ; neithm· 1;hall thine eyes pity him, neither 
shalt thou spn.re, neither sh:dt thou conceal him : bnt tlwu shalt surely kill 
l1illl : thine hawl shall he tiroti npon him to pu t him t11 tl.~a.~h, awl afterwards 
t he hand of all the peoule. .And thou shalt stone hi111 with r; toncs, that he diu." 

1~ i t possihle for yun to tind in the l itt'ratnrL~ of ilt is wurlcl1 nui·c 
awful pa~~ages than t lll~Sl~ { J)id ever sayagery. with strnug·c and 
nncnu th llHtrks, wit h awkward fon m; ,.f ht!.H'-'t awl bird, pnllutc t.he 
d ripping; \ntl l ~ of CH\'( I~ with snch cvllll nnnds? An' t.l li 'SL' the word~ 
of ill tinitu mercy? \rheu ) 1w \-' were u ttel·c,l, did ·· righteousness 

~ J ~ 

mHl J"·\nre k i!-'~ L'nch other ?" How ea11 n11y lo\'ing Jllill. or wonulu 

"PIH'ircle tltt~ JHlllie of Jehovah "-nnthut· of these words-" with 
profoundest l\.' \ .t'l't'nce and 1uYe ? " Do I reLe l becnnse m v " consti­
tution is \\·n.rpe<l, impaired and dis locntcd ?" I~ it l >ecnns~ of "total 
deprn.Yit.Y " that I denonuce the brntality of J eho\·ah t lf tuy h eart 
were only good-if I loved n1v n eirrhbm: n~ 111ysel f- would I then . .. . . ... ~ " 
i'ee n> hnltu 1uercy 1n these hitleons wore ls ? Do I lack " reverential 
cahn {" 

These frirrhtful })rtssntres, ti ke coi1etl adders " '•·r e in th(; hearts of ,., 0 l 

J ehovah 's clw~en p~ople when they crnciticd H ·~1w S!nlcss ~Inn." 
J ellO\rah did not tell the hushnntl to reason w; ~ h his \vifc. She 

W <\8 to ue UJ1S\Vc recJ only with death. Hhe was to be b ruised ancl. 
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mnngJed to a bleeding , ~hnpele~s wn.s:; of (1n in :ring He:--lt. for ha\'ing 
· breathed an honest thought. 

If there is at1ythiug f•f i11tportnncn in this world , it i~ the fntnily , 
the honw, t he 1narrin.~·e uf true sunl~, the equa lity nt.' hnsbnnd HlH l 

wife-the true repnlJi ieani:;m of the ht:art- thc real t len l<H.;rac·y of 
, the iire~i<.lc:. 

Let us ren.d the s'xte(•n t h ,·ersl' of the th1nl chaptl'J' of Gl'llt:~i:-:: 

" Unto tl.a w oman he snhl, I will g reatly multiply thy sol'l'tlW:.i a111l thy con­
ception ; in so now thon c;halt l11·ing furth chil<lnm : and thy de~ ire !-5 hall he 
tu thy husband, aml he shall rule m·er thee. '' 

X ever \Yill I ·worship auy being who add c:d to the ~OlTo\\·s n,wl 
ngouios of Htnternit.y. X eVl'l' will I how to a ny Uod " ·ho intro­
t lucod slavery into e\·ery honw- who llli:H le the wife a :--Ia \ 'l' n.nd 
the husband n hTnnt . ... 

The Old Testanwnt ~hO\\-~ thHt tTeho\'ah, like his creators, held 
WOlltell in coHte1npt. They were regar<lec l ns property : " Thou 
shalt not covet thy n~· igh bor's wife,-nor his ox. ~ ' 

\Vhy should a. p1.11'e w unlalJ wor .. -l hip n God who upheld polygamy ? 
Let ns finish this sn hJ. eet : The inst itution of sla verv in,·oln.~s n.H 

' v 
crin1es. .Jeho,·nh \\·ns a bdie\·L\l' in sln,~rry. T his is PlHmgh. \\"hy 
shonltl any ci dlizt~d 1w1.u \\'Orshiv hjtu ? \\"hy· shnnld hi.- nallll' "he 
enc ircled with love nud tenderness in anv hnJllHll lwnrt ? " .. 

Fie uelio\FC<l that HHlH could bccmne the propcrtr of lJHUl- thn,t 
~.: 1 1 
;""" 1' ·,·as right fot' his chosen peop e to th·nl in •ntnan ~~·~h-to Lny 

: ~ . d sell HlC>thers aw l hn l,e~. 1-f e ta H;.!,·h t that the en ptt \·v~ wvn · the 
l t)roperty of th L~ captor:-:, n. thl •.lin~c:tod his cltos;.. n tJc()ple to kill , to 

'm;lave, or to pnJlu t0. 

ln t.l1c pn·sct1C0 of thl'"u eonHllandnwut.:.;, what I•H.:nnw:-\ of tlte 
tine ~aying, " J..u,·e thy JH •ighhnr n::; t.hyst•l f {" \\"hat !-'ha.H \n~ say 
of a Got l \dlo cstal>li::dled :-: la n} ry, and lbe11 had t lw eH'roH tery to 
. ..:n,y, " Thou shal t nut ~tcnl ? " 

f t nmy he insis ted tltat Jt ·ho\·ah is the FntiH~r of nJI-and that 
he hns ""uw.de of one hluod all the nations of the cnrth.'' H O\\ ', then, 
<.:an we account for the wars of c•x tenu inntiou r Dov:- not the 
eoJnHmntlll lCUt " Lon ; thy Jwig l:l •ol' as thyself/' <tpp ly to natious 
precisdy t.lw stune ns to indi ,. it ln:tls ? X;t tiou:-:, like indi \'ltluals, 
l JeCOllH' (l'J.'c•nt hy t he pt'(tctiee of virtue. How <lid J choYn.h COil l­

mand hi~ people to treat their neighhors ? 

Ho con11nn.uded his generals t.o destroy nll, men. wollwn nncl 
lm.bes: " Thou shalt save nJivo nt,+.hiug t hnt bren,theth ." 
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" I will make miue arrows drunk with blood, and my sw01·d shall devour 
lficsh." 

'• That ~hy foot mn.y be dipped in the blood of t hine enemies, and the tongue 
of thy dogs in the su me. " 

'' . . . I will ~\lsu send the teeth of beasts upon them, wit h the poison of 
·3&rpcnts of t ho dust. . . . '' 

" The sword without aml terrol' within shall destroy both the young man and 
-th e vi rgin, t he suckling also, with the man of g ray hairs." 

I s it possible thett these \\·ords fell from th0 Jips of tho 1\fost 
·.Met·ciful ? 

You may reply that the inhabitants of Cannan ,,·ere unfit to lin.} 
--that they ,,~nre ignornut and cruel. 'Vhy did not Jeho,·ah, tlH· 
H Father of ull Q'i\·(~ tJ H~m the Ten Com1nandmcnts? \Vhy did he 
Jt•:l\'P thdn wl~ . · ,, ,,, Dihle, \\·it hout prophets und priests "? " rhy 
d icl lt ,\ ~howcr a.l '',u blessings of revelation on one poor and 
wrl'tclwd tribe, and lea,·l' the g reat world in ignol'n.nce rtnd cri1ne 
-and w h v did he ordm· his f a Yo rite chiltln·n to mul'der those \Vho1n 
Jw hnd negl cted ? 

By tl11• que~lion I asked of Dr. F ield , t he intcnt.ion was t o show 
t hat. .Jephthah, '.dlCn he S<I.Crificed his rhtn~·h ter to J ehoYah, " ·as as 
..tnnch the slft,·c of supersti t.ion as is the H inrloo n1other \Yhen she 
throws lu•r hal>e into thP y~ll<rw \Vaxcs of the Gang-.s. 

It seenv thnt t lli s ~n.,·itg0 .Jc·ph Uw.h was in direct communicntion 
·with .T,·ll•)n"lh nt ~ l izprh . ttnd that he made u, YOW unto the Lord 
~lJ( 1 :-'fti d : 

'' If thou shalt withnut f;1.il dcliYet· the children nf Amtnl)n in to mine hn,ncls, 
•s.,ht n it Hh<~ll be that whntKo<-' ' ' el· eotnct h fmth nf t ho clo•J l'S of my house to meet 
me. w hen I retu rn iu peace from the elt iltlrctt of Ammon, shail surely be the 
};onl's. nnd I will oJlcr it np as a lmrut oiit:n·iltg. '' 

In tho ilrst place, it is perfectly clear thnt the sn,crifico intended 
\>Vas n, human ~ncrific(', frmn the " -·ords : " that \\' hat~oeYer c01neth 
forth of the door~ of my house t l) meet me." S01ne human being­
·wife, daughter, fri end, was t)xpeeted to come. According to the 
a,ccnnnt, hi s clnnghtPr-his oHly daughter-his only chiltl-came 
nr~t. 

Jf .Jcphthah wo.s in comn1unication with God, why di1l God allow 
t hi . .;; HHtH to ntakc tlti ~ Yn,,·: and wln· did he n1low :,he dauO'hter • e 
ihat he lov( cl to he til'st, and why did he· keep ~ ik·nt :tnd allow· the 
vo\\· to l •t~ k0pt., '"·hi le tlnmes deYourecl t he dnu~·h tcr's tlcsh $' 

St. Panl i.s not au thority. H e praises Sn{inte1, the nutn " rho 
he\\red Agng in piccl~S: Dt--.xid , ·who compellet.l hundreds t o pass 

·.:nuder the snws nud hnrrows of death, and mntn· others who shed "' . 
• tJIC blood of the innocent a nd hclph'ss. Paul is an unsafe guide. 

.. 
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lie \Vho con11nends tho b rutali ties of the past, sows tlte seetls of 
·:fut ure <.:ri1ues. 

If " believe t·s a re not obliged to npprove of t he cond uct of 
··· -J evhthah," rn·e th<'•y free to cow.leun1 t he eout1uct of Jehovah ? I f you 

will r end the account, y on will se~ t lta t t he "spirit uf t he Lotd was 
upon J ephthah " wheu he made the cruel \'OW. If Pnu l tlid Hot 
·conunend J ephthah for k eeping this YOW , what wn.~ t lH.• aet that. 
excite<.l his athnirn.tion '1 \Vas it, because tTtphthah ~l<·W on tht! 
bn.nks of the J ordan " forty au d b'.-·o thonsnud " of the sons of 
Ephra itn ? 

In regard to Ahru.lwm, the arg utncut is precisely the same, except 
t~at tJ ehovah is said to hns e inturfered, and nJlowed au au imal to 
he sla in instead. 

One of t he answers g iven by y ou is that " it may be al lowed that 
t he un.rrntivc is not wit hin ou r coutprehension;" awl fnr thn.t 
l'el.tson yon say t hat '' it behooYcs us to t read cautiously in approach­
ing i t. " \Vhy ca,u t iously ? 

These st ories of Abrnhmn and J ephthah have cost many n n 
innoceut life. Only a few years ago, here in my country, u tuau l,y 
t he n nme of Freelllall, believing· that God demanded al lt ·a~t t he 
.sho\v of obedience-believing w·hat he h~u.l read in the Old T(•sta­
Inl.mt that " without the shedding of blood thert) is no rPm ission,'' 
.antl so believiug, touched with iusanity, sacrifiet)( 1 hi~ lit tJ <' girl­
plunged into her iunocent breast the d.<tgger, b<: li e ,·in.~· it tube Gud'~ 
\\·ill , and thinking that if it were not God's wi ll, his hand would be 
.stayed. 

I know of nothing 1nore pathetic than the story of this crime 
told by this lW.tll. 

Noth ing cnn be 1noro tnonstrous t hnn the conct"pti, m of n God 
'vho demands sacr ifice-of a God ·who would n:-;k uf a fathL' l' that 
h e n1urdercd his son- of a father thnt he would IJUi.'U his daughter. 
It is far beyond 1ny c01nprehension ho\\' any 11 1a11 eYer could han.· 
believed such an infi nite, such a crud absurd ity. 

At t he connnund of the rea] Go<.l--if there be one-I won lei not 
·sacrifi ce my child, I would not murder my wift•. But as long as 
t here are poople in the world whose minds are so that ttlL'Y can 
believe t he stories of .Ahraluun and .Jephthnh, j ust so ~ong there 
\Vill be 1nen who will tak e the lives of the oues thev lo\ J best . ... 

Y on h n.vo t u ken t he position that the cond itions nre di flerent ; 
nnd y ou say that : " .According to the Look of Geucsis, Adcu11 and. 
_Eve 'vere placed under e. law, not of consciously pereoiYe(l right nn<l 
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wroug·, bu t of ~iu1ple uhe(lieuce. Tlw tree of which alone they '"e.rc-· 
forbidden to <:H.t was the tree uf the know )Pdge of goo<l ttrlll evd ; 
dntv Ia v for thmn in fuilo wino· the CP itllllftutl of t he )lost lfig lt , 
hefol'e ~u Hl nnti I ther l.Je<.:mlleb en pnl•le of n ppreciating it 1 >y n.n 
ethiea.l st.aw.lnnl. Th~·ir knowlt~dQe wn~ lmt t hat of an iufnn t \\' ho 
h:1d jnst r ea ched t he) ;-;lagt~ at which hP Ntn cmnprel:ond thn~ he is 
OJ'(lered to do thb or tlwt, hut not t he 11atnre of the thing so 
en·< 1erel1." 

1 f 1.\.dan1 and b\'O eou}d not " cunseionsly percci Ye right aud 
\\TOn<"" how is it nussil>l l~ for yon to sa v t h at. " duty laY for t hc1n 

;-,) t ~/ ~ 

in fol iowino· tluJ eounnnw l uf tlll· ~ I ost High ? " Ho'v can n I)erson 
0 '- . 

" in t:tl})aLltJ of percei , ·in(r rio.·ht and \\Tuntr ., hn.ve an idea of dntv ? 
\:') t'"" M "' 

Yon are drive11 t,q ~ny that. Adatu a nd Eve had no moral sen~e. 
Ho\v, under snc: . dt'C1~1nstnnces, could they ha,·e t he sense of f,'11 i1 t , 
or of ol ,}i o·a,t ion ? And wh v shonld sueh 1K' I'sons he I)Unish etl ? 

;::, " 
A.nd why shu11l1l th ·· ,,·hok hw nan rete•· l,ecome ta,inted by the 
ofi(~nce of thuse \\110 I><Ld no moral ~ell:'P { 

Do yon inte11 d to hC! nn: ! t ~ r~toud ns saying that .l cho,·nh allo\\·cd 
his children to enslavu {'ath utlH\1' 1>ecanse " dnty ln.y for t henl in 
followitt Q' the eOIHllHll ttl of th<"• jl ost Hig·h ? " \Vas it for this r eason 

~ ~ 

that he caused them to <.'Xtl't'Iniun.te e:tch other ? ])o yon acconnt 
for the St~verity qf his p nnislnnents by the fact thnt . the p oor 
crcatun:s pnnislwd we1·e 110t <nnn·c of the enormity uf the oftbHces 
t hey hnd t OllilHitted? \ \'hat sha ll Wt.' ~ay of a Uod \\·ho hc.ts one of 
his eh ild n ·H :-;toned to dvn~h fur pieki11g np sticks on ~undny, nnd 
n.l lows ;tnothm· to 1•nsln.vc hi~ fellow llHtn ? lf n VI' vou discovered 
any thl\OI'Y that will account. for both t)f t ht1S<:.' fact~··? 

.Auother \W>l'll n~ to ALl'aluun :-Y vn dt•feiHl his willingness to. 
kill his ~o11 Jwca.nse '' the Psti1natc of lannau life u,t the ti wl'! was 
diJlt•rPu t "-h(~c·nn~r '' tlw pnsit.ion nf tlw fa thPr in the fmnily was 
clitlerent ; it:-; 111 emhers were regankd ns in so1ne seuse his pt·op ­
erty ; " n.nd hecn.nse " ther<' i~ en.ii'.V rt~ason to suppose that arouilfl 
-t\brnluun in tlw ' land of J lorin.h ' t he p ractice of hnmn.n sacrifice as 
a.ll act of relig ion wn,s in full Yigfll·.') 

J.A0t ns cxmnine these three excuses: \Vas J ehovah justified in 
putting rt low (•sti1nn.te on lnnnnn life ? 'Yns he in en.rnest when 
h .. sn.i<l' ' that whoso shed<leth lllnn's l>lood, by rnan sh a ll his blood 
be shed ? " ])id he pnnd<n' to the bnrbarinn view of the ,,·orthless­
ue~s of life? l f the estimate of htunan life wa:-:; low, wha.t \\'as the 
sacrifice \Yorth ? 

\Vas the son the property of the fn.ther ? Did J ehovah uphold 
this savage vie\\' ? Had the fn.tlwr the r.ight t.o sell or kill his child?' 
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Do y ou defen d J chovnh mHl .A bra lu1111 bt!C:HU~f' the ignornnt 
'vretchcs in t he " la.nd of .Moriah " kuowiu c•· nothino- of t he t rUl ' God, 

' ~ 0 
cut tho throu.ts of thei r bnJ.~cs c: ns a u act of relig1l'll ? " 

' Vns J ehovah led n.wny by tl10 example of tlH· Gods of Moriah ? 
Do you . not sec that yo11r excuse~ nre si111ply t he suggestions of 
other crznws ? · 

You sec cleo.rly thn.t the ll intloo mother, when she throws h~r 
babe into the Ga.nges nt. the command uf her Gud, "!:-iins ngai n~t 
tirst principles ; " but you cxeu:;e Aln·ah::un bccnnse he li \·ed fn tho 
chi1dhood of tho race. Can Jehon th Lo excused l H.!(:<Hl se of his 
youth ? ~ ot suti~tied wit h yonr ex plannt ion, your defences a.nll 
excuses, you t ake the g roun<.l that 'Yh t'H .Ahrn.h nn1 8aid: ., ~Iy son, 
Cod will provicle o. la,m b fo1· n. bnt·nt otlt.~ring·," he nw,y have 
''believed implicitly that fL \\~tty of l't ·~cnc wonl< l he fonnd for h is 
so::.t" I n other worcls, that A brnh:un did not bdie\'e t hat he 'vould 
be required to shed tho Lloocl of I snac. So that, afte r all, t he fait h 
of Abrahnm consisted in " belie\·ino· illl})licitly" t hat J ehovah \\"f\S . ~ 

not 1n earnest. 
Yon have di~covered a way by 'Yhich, as you think , the nc:ck of 

or t hodoxy cau e:-;cape the noose of Dn.rwiH, and in that connection 
you usc t h is reinnrknulc language : 

" I should reply t hat the Hlural history of n1n.n , in itR principal 
strcn.n1, has been distinctlv n.n m·o]ntion from the 1irst nntilno\v.'' .. 

I t is hm:d to sec how this stateJ nL\nt agrees with the 0 110 in the 
beginning of your R(?llHtrks, in which yon spl·nk of the hn111nn con­
stitution in its " wa.q.>t~ t1 , in1paircd aud di~ loea te(l " cond ition. \Vhcu 
you wrote that line, you ' \'ere certainly a t lwologiau- n. lJeliover in 
the Episcopal creed- a nd your mind, by 1nerc force of hnbit, was 
at tlw.t Inmnent conte1nplnt ing man n.:s he iti supposed to haYe been 
cn~n.tecl-perfect in c\·ery part. At that ti me you were en(h•nyor­
ing to account for t.hc unbelief n o \Y in the worh.l, ancl yon ditl this 
by stating t ha t tho hnman constitution is " warp d, h npnire(l a,nd 
dislocated ;" Lut t he 1110111ent yon are b1·ourrht fac(• to fn.ec wit h the 
g reat t ruths uttered by Darwin, yon adntit

0

H thut tho n1orru history 
of 1nun hns 1Jccn distinctly an evolution from the fi rst unti l now." 
I s not t his a fountn.in that bring.:: for th s 'vect an<l bitter waters? 

I insist , that the discoveries of Dnrwin do u,wn.y absolntL·ly " 'ith 
t he inspiration of t ho ScripturPS-\\'itl~ t he account of crention in 
Genesis, and d01nonstrate, not simply t he falsity, not sitnply the 
\VickecLuess, but the foolishness of the u sncred volume." 

There is nothing in Darwin to show· thnt a ll has been evolved 
frotn " prinwJ night and frotn chaos." There is no evidence of 



4U COI •. I XGEHSOLL TO .MH. GLADSTOXF.. 

·• primn.l night." There is no proof of uni\'Crsnl chnos. Dicl Y?Ur 
.Jehovah spend an e-ternity in " primal nig ht,'' " ·ith uo e01uprt.n1on 
but chaos ? 

It 11u tkl'S no difl(·rence how l on~ n, lower form may require to 
rench a. higher. I t HHtkt•s no ditii·rencc.· whether for1ns cun be 
shn ply tnodifietl or uLsulu te)y changL•,l. The~e fneb; hav~ n?t the 
slightest tendency to throw t he slig htest Ught on the begnnnng or 
on the dei:\tiny of thing::~. 

I 1nost ehccrfully aclmit that gotl~ have the right to cren.te swiftly 
or slowJ,y. The reptile may l,econH· <1. bird in one <.lay, or in 1:1. thou­
smld billion ycar~-this fuct has nothi11g to do with thu cxbtence or 
uo11 -existence of the first cunse, bnt i t hns sotnething to do with the 
truth of the Biblo, and with tlw ex i:-;tenee of n. }H!l'SOIHtl God of 
infini te pc)Wer and wisclum. 
Doe~ not a. gru(lnn,l iHqwovemcnt in the thjng ct·cnted sho·w a 

corresponding ilnprovcJnont in tho creator? Tho church dernon­
strated t he falsity and folly of Dar win)s t heor ies by showing that 
t hey con trad icted the .J i.0saic account of creation, and now the 
t heories of Darwin ha.Ying been fai rly establish d, the church says 
t hat the _j fmmic nccount is tl'ne, hc<'nn. e it is 1n harmony w·ith 
Dn.ndn. ~ow, if it should turn ou t that Darwin was tnistaken, 
what then ? 

To tnP it l " ~ntT'f'\\.Jl 'lf riifficnlt t" 1 !n•lPr~htnrl the JnPntnJ procc~~rs 
of one who r0«tll,y feels t bn.t " t ho gn.p lwtWL\Cn mUtn and the inferior 
anin1nls or t heir r elationship was state<l per haps) even more 
e1upluttically by Bishop Butle r tha,n by Darwin." 

Bntlc~r nn~wcrctl deists, who ohjectcd to the cruelties of the Bible) 
an( l yet lauded tho God of Xaturc by showing that the God of 
Natu re is as ernul as the God of tho Bible. Tha t is to say, he 
suct~l·~ lt•tl iu :-,h uwii lg' that Loth Go1ls arc batl. He huLl no possible 
conc0pti un of tho splend irl generalizations of Darwin-the O'reat 
t ruth;-; that ha.\·c ren)]ntioni?~(·d the t hought of t he world. t> 

But there was one q uestion asked by Bisl10p Butler that throws 
a tln.me of light upon t he probable origin of nw~t, if not all, reli­
gion~ : " \Vhy mig ht not whole communit ies and puLlic bodies be 
seized with tit s of insanity as well a-; inclividuals ? " 

If you are convinced that ~loses and Darwin a re in exact accord, 
will you be good enough to tell who, in your judgn1ent, \vere the 
parents of Adu.tn and E ve ? D o you find in D~:uwin any theory 
that satisfactorily accounts fo1· the "inspired fact ' ' that a Rib 
con1n1encing with il.lonogonic Propagation-falling into halves by ~ 
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contractio~ in ~he middle-reaching, after many ages of Evolution, 
the. Antp: ... 1gon1c stage, and then, by the SurvivnJ of tho Fittest, 
assisted by Natural Selection, moulded u.nd modified by Environ­
ment, becan1e at last the tnot.her of the huuw.n ril.Ce ? 

Here is a world in which there are counties~ varieties of life­
these varieties in all probaLility related to each other-all liYillg 
upon each other-ev.erything devouring something, aud in its turn 
devoured by sometl11ng- else-everywhere claw and beak, hoof and 
tooth,-everything seeking the life of smnething else-every drop 
of water a battle field, every aton1 bein(l' for some wild beast n 
jungle-every place a golgothu- and such ~ world is declared to be 
the work of the infinitely wise nnd cou1passionn.tc. 

According to your idea, Jeho,·ah prepared a home for his 
children-first a garden in which they should be tempted and 
fro1n which they should be driven ; then a \Vorld filled with briers 
and thorns and wild and poisonou~ beasts-a ·world in which tho 
air shoulu be fi lled with the enemies of lnnnan life-a worJd in 
\Vhich di~ease should be contagious, and in which it was inlpossi­
ble to tell, except by actual experiment) the poisonous frorn the 
nutritious. And these children were allowed to live in dens and 
holes and fight their way atnongst tnonstrous sernents and crouching 
beasts-were allowed to live in ignorance o.nd fe 1-u·-to have false 
ideas of this good and loving God-ideas so false that they 1no.de of 
hirn a fiend --ideas so false that they sacrificed their wives and 
babes to appease the imaginary wrn,th of this monster. And this 
God gave to diiferent nation~ different ideas of hitnse1f, knowing 
that in consequence of that these nu,tions would meet upon count­
less fields of bn,ttle and drain each other's veins. 

'Vould it not have been better hn.d the world been so that par­
ents would transmit only their virtues-only their perfections, 
physical and mental,-·allowing their diseases and their vices to 
perish with thend 

In 111y r eply to Dr. Field I had askcu : "~hy should God demn.nJ 
a sacrifice from nw.n ? \Vhy should the infinite a~k anything from. 
the finite ? Should the sun beg fron1 the glow-wonn, and should 
the tnotnentary spark excite the cHvy of the source of light ? 

Upon which you rmnark, " that if the infinite is to tnake no de­
tnand upon the finite, by parity of reasoning, the great and strong 
should scarcely make them on the weak and small.'' 

Can this be called reasoning? \Vhy should the infinite de­
rnand a sacrifice from 1nan 1 In the first place, the infinite is 
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condi tionless-the infini te cu.nnot want-the infinite has. A con­
ditiorted Leing 1nay want; but the ~ratification of a want ~nvolves 
a chancre of condition. If God be contlitionless he can have no 
"·ants~onsequently, no humlln being cn.n g ratify the intinite. 

B ut you insist that "if the infinite is to nw.ke no detnands upon 
the fini te, by parity· of reasoning the g reat and strong should 
~carcel y tnake thexn on tho weu.k and stnatl.'' 

The (l'reat hn ve wants. The strong nre often in need, in peril, 
anJ th~ g-reat and strong often need the services of the small and 
weak. It was the mouse that frceJ the lion. England is a great 
and powerful nation-yet she may need the assistance of the weak­
es t of her citizens. The worJ rl is filled with illustration~. 

The lack of lo(l'ic is in this : The infini te cannot want anything; 
the strong and tlfe great 1nay, nnu n.s a fact nlways do. 'fhe great 
and the strong Cll.Hnot help the infinite-they can help the stna]l 
and the weak, and the smu,ll and the wcn.k can often help the great 
and strong. 

You ask : '' \Vhy then should the father mn.ko de1nands of love, 
obeJ icnce and sacri fi c9 fron.1 his young chiJJ.? " 

No sensible £~Nth(~,. ever denw.nded love fron1 his child. Every 
ch·ilized f !A.ther know~ that love rises like the perftuno frotH a 
flower. You cannot command i t by simply authority. It can· 
not obey. A father Jemo.nds obeLlience fron1 a child for the 
good of the child and for the good of hilnseH. But suppose the 
fa ther to be infinite-why should the child sacrifice anything for 
him? 

But it IHay be that you answer ull these questions, n.\1 these dif­
t1C'ultie~. Ly n.thnitting, a~ you have in your Remarks, " that these 
problen1s o.re insoluble by our understanding." 

\Yhy, then, clo y ou accept thc111 ? \Vhy do you defend that 
which you cu.n11ot understa.nd ? \Yhy does your reason vo1unteer 
as a sold ier under tl l(~ tln.g of the inco1nprehensible ? 

I nskcd of Dr. Field, and I ask again, this question: \Vhy 
should an infinitely wise and P·YtYcrful God destroy the good and 
preserve the vile ? 

\Vhat do I tnean by this question ? Sin1ply this : The earth· 
quake, the lightning, the pestilence, are no respecters of persons 
The \·ile are not always de!"itro yed, the good are not always saved. 
I asked: \Vhy should God treat all alike in this world, and in 
another tnake an infinite difference ? This I suppose, is " insoluble 
to our understanding." 
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\Yhy ~houlu J ehovah t1liow his worsh ipers, hi:i 11<l o~·er~, to l.n· 
~Iestr~yed by his enetnies? Cun you Ly any possll .~ ility answer t hi:-. 
q uestion? 

You mn.y account for all these inconsistencies, these cruel con tn t­
dictions, as John \V c:;lcy accounted for 1. n.rthqun.kc."l wheu lw 
insisted that they were prodncerl by the wic ti e tlnc~s of mPn , mtd 
that the only way to prevent thctn wu.s for every body to ltclie,·P em 
the L ord J e'ius Christ. And you llln.y h ave sorne way uf show in~ 
thn,t ~L r. \Vesley'~ ideu. is entirely consistent with the theories of 
~lr. Dl1rwin. 

You seem to think that as long ns there is more gonrlnc~s than 
.evil in the world-n.~ long as there is more j oy than sndncs!;- We 
nrc compelled to infer that the 11uthor of the world is infinitely good, 
powerful, and wise, and that u.s long as n. ma jority a rc out of gut­
ters and prisons, the " divini ty scllcllte " i~ a :-~ucce~s. 

According to this systcn1 of logic, if t here were n. few more nn­
f'ortunn.tes-if then~ waH jus t ft. little more e\·il th n.n good-then we 
would be uri vcn to ;lcknow ledcte that the world was created b, .. u.n 

0 J 
infinitely n1alevolent being . 

As u. matter of fact, the history of the wor ld has been such that 
not only your theologi11ns lmt yon r apo::: tl cs, a nd not only your 
apostles uut your prophl·ts, and not only your prophets bnt )"OU I' 

Jeho,·u.h, hnve a ll been forced to account for t he evil, the inj u~ticc 
n.nd the snfi 'ering, by the wickedness uf 1nau, tho natu rn.l depravity 
of the humu.n hol1rt and the wile~ n.nd llHtch inn.t ions of u tnalevo lent 
being Hecond only in power to tl eho,·ah h i1nsclf. 

Ao·ain anrl a~~'nin "t' OU ha ve cn,I Jod nw t o account for " mere Sll!:!-
<::l n J " 

ge:;tions n.nd n.s:-;ertions witho11t proof '' ; a ll<l yet y our remarks nre 
tilled with assertions nnd nlerc ~uggcstiow; without p roof. 

You n.chnit that" great believers are not ah ' ..... ~ explain the 
inequalities of adjust1nent b~tween hurnan beings n.nd the conditions 
in which they have been set down to w? rk ou t their destiny." 

Ho\V do you kno\v " thR.t they h a,·e been ~et down to work out 
t heir (lestiny " ? If that was, and is, t he purpose, then the being 
who settled the "destiny,'' and the n1euns by which it was to be 
" w.orked out," is re ,ponsible for all that happens. 

And is this the end of your argument, " That you nre not able 
to explain the inequa,lities of adjustment between huln tUl beings" ? 
Is the solution of this problem beyond your power ? Does the 
bible shed no Hrrht 1 Is the Christian in the presence of thif; ques­
tion as dumb a; the agnostic 1 When the injustice o£ this world 
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is so flagrant that you cn.nnot harn1onize that awful fact with the· 
\Vif"'dom n.nd goodnol3s of an infinite God, do you not see that you 
have surrewlel'eil, or u.t least t hat you have raised a flag of truce 
uenenth which your adversary accepts a'i final your statement tho.t~ 
you (lo not know and that your itnagination is not sufficient to 
frame u.n excuse for God? 

It gu. ve me grcn.t plettsure to fi nd that at last even you have been 
driven to say that: " it is a duty incumbent upon us respectively 
according to our meu.ns rtrH.l opportunities, to decide by the use of 
the faculty of reo.-;on given us, the gr·eat question of natural and 
revealed religion., 

Yon admit « t hu.t I an1 to decide for 1nyself, by tho usc of my 
reu.son," whether the bible is the \vonl of God or not-whether 
there is any revealed rcligion-anJ whether there be or be not an 
infinite being who created and governs this ·world. 

You also U{hni t tl)Ut we are to decide theRe questions according 
to the balance of the evidence. 

I s this in accorJnnce with the doctrine of Jehov·ah? Did Jehovah 
sny to the husbn,nd tha t if his wife Lecu.me convinced, according to 
her 1neuns and her opportunities, and. decided according to her 
reason, that it wn.s better to worship some other God than Jehovah, 
then that he was to say to her: " You are entitled to decide 
accordin~ to the balance of the evidence ns it scorns to you '' 1 

Hn.ve you abandoned Jeh0vn,h 1 Is mu.n 1nore just than he ?· 
Have you appealed fron1 him to the standard of rea~on 1 Is it 
possible that the lender of the English Liberals is nearer civilized 
than J ehovah ? 

Do you kno'v that in this sentence you derrtonstrate the exist­
ence of a dawn in your 1nind ? This sent.ence makes it certain 
that in the Eo,st of the midnight of Episcopal superstition there is 
the heral<l of the coming day. And if this sentence shows a dawn, 
what shall I say of the next: 

" \Ve are not entitled, either for or against belief, to set up in 
this province any rule of investigation except such as common 
sense teaches us to use in the ordinary conduct of life '' ? 

This certainly is a morning star. Let me take this statement, 
let me hold 1t. as a torch, nnd by its light I beg of you to read the 
bible once a.gair.·. 

Is it in accordance with reason that an infinitely good and lov· 
ing God would drown a world that he had taken no means to 
civilize-to whom he had given no bible, no gospel,-tanght no-
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scientific fnct rulll in which the seeds of n.rt hn.tl not b11An ~own ; 
thn.t he wonld crcu.tt~ n. worl<l thn.t ontrht to be dt·owne1l? 'l'hllt n. n 

Leing ot' intini tt\ wis( lotn would crcntc n rival, knowing th1tt tlto 
rivo.l would Hll pertlition with countle!is soul~ destined to sutler 
eternal pn.in 1 Is it according t.o common sense thn.n nn in fi nitely 
good God wonl1l order SOlllc of hi :-~ children to kill othcrH ? That 
he would conHnan<l ~old iors to rip open with tho swor1l of wur the 
holli eH of women--wreaking vengeance on Lal>c~ unuorn 1 Is iv 
ttccordin~ to rcnf-ion tbn.t n. gootl , loviug, cotnpns'iionate, and j ust. 
trod wonl(l cstu.\.lhih slnvc:ry n.uwng men, n.ntl that u. pure Gotl wonlJ 
uphold polygn.my 1 Is it accordin~ to common Hense thu.t he who 
wishud to tnu.ku men 1nercifnl and loving wonlcl <lcmn.n<:i the :;ncri­
ricc of nnimal~, :-;o that hi~ n.lta.t· would bo wet with the blood of 
oxen, <;\teep n11 cl dove~ ? I~ it u.ccortling to reason thn.t n. good 
Gotl would infl ict tol' tUr0s u pon hi~ igu11rant chilJ ren - thnt he 
wou d torture unimn,l:-; to dcn.th- ar11 l i ~ it in accordance with com­
mon scnSt! n.nd reason that this Go• l would create countless billions 
of people knowing thn.t they would ue cternn.lly c-lamned ? 

\\rhu.t is common sense ? Is it tho n ... ~mlt of ohsen ·ation, rcm.son 
a11d experience, or is it t~\C child of crc<l ulity ? 

There is this curious fnct : 'fhe fn.r pn-;t nnJ. tho far future 
seem to hel m1g t.o the utira.culous nnd tlt o monstrous. The present, 
as a rul e, is the rc·llm of cnmm0u son~e. If you sa.y to a mn.n : 
"Eighteen hnnllrecl ven.· ·~ a~o the den. ··l Wt~ro m.h;eJ,'' ho will re ­
ply:" " Yo.,: I k ruw "that." Athi if you ~a.y: " .A hun(lred thou­
St\nd ycn.rs ft·om now all the tlen.d will be raised," ho wi 11 probably 
rt> ply : " I prt>snme ::~o." But if you tell him : " l ~aw n. dead 
man rHisecl to-day,'' he will n.sk, (( Fl'Olli whu.t llnl.dhouse haYc you 
escaped ?" 

The mmnc11 t wo decide " accor~ 1i ng to reason,'' " according to 
the lml ntJCe of ovidt·Hcc," we a.re chn.rgecl with " hnving violated the 
laws of socin l tuortdity n.n(l dccenc\·," nwl the defender of Ule 
1niracnlun~ and the inco~mprehensible takes another position. 

The tlu·ol o~in.n hn~ n. citJ· of refu ge to which he flies-an old 
bn·rt.,.t. \\'tH'k I ehind wh\ch he kn <.• e ls-a. ri tl o pit into which he 
crawls. Yon have dt!scribecl this Cl ty, tlti~ ln·ea.stwork, this rifle­
pit n.nd u.lso the len.f under which t tw ostrich of theology thrusts 
its head. Let tne quote : 

" Our detnands for cvitlence must be lirnited by tho general 
reason of the c~u~e. Does thn.t geucrnl renson of the cttse make it 
prob~,ble that n. fi.nite being, w.itt.l a fi11ite pln.c~ in a c~rn.Preh~n­
sive schen1e dev1sed and n.dmunstered by o. bmng who 1s 1nfin1te, 
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.woulJ be able even to embrace within his view, or rightly to ap­
preciate all the n1oti ves or aims that there may htlse been in the 
.u1ind of the divine disposer ?" 

And this is what you call "decidina by the use of the faculty 
·Of reason,'' ' 1 according to the eviden;e,'' or at least " according to 
·t he balance of evidence." This i~ a conclusion reached by a 
" rule of investigation such as cotnrnon sense t eaches us to u se in 
:the ordinary conduct of life. 7t ' Vill you hu.ve the kindness to ex­
plain what it is to act contrary to evidence, or contrary to conl­
JllOn sense ? c~10 you imagir.e a superstition so gross that it can­
not be defended by that u.rgument ? 

Nothing, it seetns to rne, could have been easier than for 
.J ehovn,h to hose reasonably explained his scheme. Yon may 
answer that the hutnan intellect is not sufficient to u nderstand the 
explu.nation. 'Vhy then do not theologians stop explaining ? 
\rhy do they feel it incutnbent upon thern to explain that which 
they admit Go<.l would have explained had the human ruind been 
capable of understanding it ? 

Ho\v much better \Vould it have been if S ehovah had said a few 
th ing3 on these subjects. l t always seeuH:<i wonJ€rful to me thnt 
he spEnt several days and nights on ni ount Sinai expln.ining to 1\Iose~ 
how he could detect the presence of leprosy, without once thinking 
to give hirn a prescription for its cure. 

There were thousand~ and thousands of opportuni ties for this 
;Qod to withdraw frorn these questions the shn,dow and the cloud. 
\\Then Jehovn.h out of the whirlwinJ asked questions ~)f Job, how 
'll1tAch better it woulJ have he~n if Job ha,d asked and J ehovah had 
.answered. 

You sa:v that we should be governed by evidence and by common 
edense. Th~n you tell lB that the questions are beyond the rea.ch 
.of reason ' n.11 1l with which conunon sense has nothing to do. If \Ve 

then ask for an explanation, you reply in the scornful challenge of '' 
Dttnte. 

You seetn t o imagine that everyman wh~ gives an opinion, takes .· 
:h i~ solemn oo th that t i-.e opinion is the absolute end of all investi­
jgo.tion on tha t subject. 

In tny opinion, Shakespeare was, intellectually, the g reatest of 
·the human race, nnd my in tention was sitnply to express that view. 
It never occurred to 1ne tho.t anyone \vould suppose that I thought 
Sho.\( e speare a greater actor thtln Gu.rrick, a 1nore wonderful COlU­

·p )3Ct' than vVagner, n. bette!· violinist than Remenyi, or a heavier 
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man thP .. n Daniel Lamb(;rt. It is to be regretted that you were mis-
1ed by my words and really supp0sed that I intended to say that 
.Shakespea.re was a greater general than Crusar. But, after all, 
your criticism has no possible bearing upon the point at issue. Is 
·it an effort to avoid that which cannot be nwt? The real queBtion 
-is this: If \Ve cannot account for Christ without a 1niracle, how can 
·we account for Shakespeare? Dr. Field took the ground that Christ 
·himself was a miracle;. that it was impossible to account for such 
a being in any natural way ; and, guided by conunon sense, guided 
by the rule of investign.tion such as common sense teaches, I called 
.attention to Buddha, ~f ohanuned, Confucius, and Shakespeare. 

In another place in your Remarks, when zny statement about 
:Shakespeare was not in your nlind, you sa.y : •< All is done by 
~tops-nothing by str:des, leaps or boun<ls-all frotn protoph.\stn up 
to Shakespeare." \Vhy diJ you end the sc;:ies with Shakespeare ? 
Did you intend to sa.y Dante, or Bishop Butler? 

It is curious to see how 1nnch ingenuity a great man exercises 
·when guided by what he calls " the rule of investign.tion as sug­
gested hy c01nmon sense." I pointed out son1e things that Christi 
did not teach-among others, that he said not.hing with regard to 
the family relation, nothing against slavery, nothing about educa­
tion, nothing as to the right!:; and duties of nations, nothing tts to 
any scientific truth. And this is an:;wered by saying that "I aru 
·quite able to point out the way in which the Saviour of the \Vorld 
n1ight have been nn1Ch greater as a teacher than he n.ctually \vas.'' 

I s this an answer, or is it silnply taking refuge behind a ruune ? 
'\Vould it not have been better if Christ had told his disciples that 
·they must not persecute; that they had no right to tlestroy th'3ir 
:fello\V 1uen ; that they tnust not put heretics in dungeons, ot· de­
stroy the1n with flames; that they tnust not invent and use instru­
·li1ents of torture ; that they must not appef~l to brnta.lity, nor en­
deavour to sow with bloody hands the seeds of peace ? \Vould it 
not have been far better hacl he said: "I come not to bring u .. sword, 
but· ~eace "1 \Vould not this have saved countless cruelties and 
countless 1 i \·es ? 

You see1n to think that you have fully answered my objection 
whe~ you say that Christ taught the absolute indissolubility of 
n1arrt u.ge. 

'Vhy should a husband and wife be compelled to live with each 
other after love is dead ? 'Vhy should the wife s till be bound in 
.indissoluble chains to o. husband who is cruel, infatnons, and false? 
Why should her life be destroyed because of his 1 \Vhy should 
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she be chained to a criminal and c.1.n outca'1t ? Nothing can be 
more unphi1osophic than this. \Vhy fill the world with the chil­
d ren of indifference and hatred ? 

The nutrriage contract is the most important, the most sacred,. 
that hnrnan beings can nu1ke. I t will be sacredly kept by good 
tnen and by good won1en. But if a lov ing woman--tender, noble, 
and truo-1w1kes th is contract with a m•1n ''Thorn she believed to 
be \Vorthy of a ll respect u.nd love, a,nd wh'o is found to h0. a cruel , 
\YOrthles8 wretch, why shou ld her life be lost ? 

Do you not know that the indissolubility of the 1narriage con­
truct leads to its violation , for rus an excuse for inunorn.lity, ea.ts out 
the very heart of t ruth, and g ives to vice t ha t which alone belongs 
to love? 

But in order that you znay know 'vhy the objection was raided, 
I call your atten tion to tho fn.ct that Christ offer ed a reward, not 
only in this world l~ut in another, to any husband \vho would de­
sert his wife. And do y ou k now that this h ideous offer caused 
mi llions to desert their \Vives and children 7 

'_rheologiu.ns have the habit of using names inst ead of argu­
Inents-of appea ling to s01ne man, great in sorne direction, to es­
tabli::;h their creed ; but \ Ve all k no\v that no n1an is greu.t enough 
to be nn authority, except in t lH1t particular domain in \Vhich he 
won his eminence ; and \Ve o.l 1 kno~Y that g reat rnen arA not great 
in n.ll directions. Bncon d i<!d n, believer in the Pltolernaic system 
of astronomy. T ycho Brahe k ept an intbccile in his service, put­
ting down with g ren,t e:tre t he \VOl'ds that fell from the hanging lip 
of idiocy, and then endea vou red to put then1 together in a way to 
for1n pr opllccies. Sir ~J atth•~'v lin.le belie\·ed in witchcraft not 
onlr, bnt in its lowest und n1ost Yulgar forms; and E- Olne of the 
gre:tlt·~t r nBn of n.ntiquity ex an tined the en t rails of birds to find 
th1· St.Crt't"' nf thl' future. 

l t lw.s alway~ 8ennwd to n1e that ren..;;on-> a re better than names . 
.;-\iter t.akin!:_{ the g ronn(l that Cb rist could not have been a 

greater tP.tch0r th11n he actually wns, you ask : " \Vhere would 
h a \'(' hl~Cn the \Yisdom of delivering to an uninstructed population 
of a p~rtieu lar ag-e a codified religion which was t o serve for all 
nat ions, n.ll ages. all sto. tos or civilizn.tion ?'' 

D oes n ot ih is que.stion n.dmit that the teachings of Christ will 
n ot serve for all nab ons, all ages n,nd all stn.tcs of civilization? 

But let me ask: " If it wu.s necessary for Christ "to deliver to 
an uninstructed population of a particular age a certain religion 
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suited only for that particular a(-re," why should a civilized and 
sciBntific u.~c eighteen hunJred y•.!ars afterwards be absolutely 
bound Ly thn.t religion ? Do you not see that your position can­
not be defendeJ, and that you have provided no way for retrea.t ? 
If the religion of Christ WEtS fot• that fl("C, is it for this? Are you 
willing to admit that the Ten Comtnandments ~1rc not for a!l titne? 
If, then, four thousand years befo1·e Christ, comn1and1nents \Vcre 
given not si1nply for ' ; an uninstructeJ population of a pu.t·ticular 
age, but for all thne," can you give a reason why the religion of 
Christ should not have been of the same character? 

In the first place you say that. GoJ has re,Teu.1ed hilnself to the 
world-that h e hn.s revealed a religion; and in the next place, that 
"'he has uot revealeLl a perfect relig ion, for the reason that no roon1 
would be left for the career of hurnan thought." 

\Vhy did not God revual this imperfect religion to all people 
instead of to a small nnd insignificnnt tribe, a tribe without conj­
tnerce and without influence nrnong the nu.tions of the worlJ ? 
'Vhy did he hide this imperfect light under a bnshel ? If the 
light wn8 necessary for one, was it not necessary for n1l ? And 
why did he drown a world t o whom he had not even given that 
light? 

According to your reasoning, 'vou]J there not have be~n left 
grcntur ro:Hn for tho en.rcur of huumu thought, hn.Ll nv 1\.!Veld.tiun 

been umcle ? 
You say that ((yon have known a person who after studying 

the old c1ussic11l or Olytnpian religion for n. third part of a century, 
a t length begt"tn to hope that he had some partial comprehen:sion of 
it-soute inkling of whnt is 111eant.'' You ~~LY thi:-; for tho purpo~e 
of ~bowing how irnpos~lble it is to under~ttLnd t he biLle. If it is 
so diflicnlt \vhy do you call it n. revelation ! And yet, accon.ling 
to your ct·ecd, the uw.n \vho d oe-=; not nndc rst~tn(l the revelation 
and believe it, or who does not believe it, whether he undrr~LE~utls 
it, or not, is to reap the hn.tTest of everlasting pain. Ought not 
the revelation to be revealed ? 

In order to escape from the fn.ct that Christ denounced the 
cho~en people of God as "a generation of vipers " and as " whited 
sepulchres,'' you take the grountl that the scribes and pharisees 
were not the chosen peopl~. Of what l1l nod were they ? It will 
not do to say thn.t they were not the people. Can you deny that 
·Christ addressed the chosen people when he said : H J erusalmn, 
which ldllest the prophets and s tonest then1 that are sent unto 
thee " ? 
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You have called me to an account for what I said in regard to­
Ananias o.nd Sapphira. ~trst, I am charged with having said. 
that the apostles conceived the idea of having all things in conl· 
mon, and you denounce this as an interpolation ; second, " that. 
n1otives of prudence are stated as a matter of fact to have influ­
en ... ed the offending couple "-and this is charged as an inte~pola­
tion ; and, third, that I s•ated that the apostles sent for the wtfe of 
Ananias-and this is characterized as a pure invention. 

'l,o me it seems reasonable to suppo~e that the idea of having 
u1l things in common was conceived by those who had nothing, or­
had the least, and not by those who had plenty. In the last 
verses of the fourth chapter of the Acts, you will find this : 

" Neither was there any among them that lacked, for as many as wete pos· 
sessed of lands or houses sold them, and brought the prices of the things that 
were sold, and laid them down at the apostles' feet ; and distribution was made· 
unto every man according as he had need. And J oses, who by the apostles was. 
surnamed Barnabas (which is, being interpreted, the son of consolation), a 
Levite and of the country of Cyprus, having land, sold it, and brought the 
money, and laid it at the apostles' feet." 

Now, it occurred to n1e tho.t the idea was in all probability sug­
gested by the men at 'vhose feet the property was laid. It never 
entered n1y mind that the idea originated 'vith those who had 
land for sale. There may be a different standard by which. 
hunu1n nature is n1easured in your country, than in mine; but. 
if the thing had happened in the United States, I feel absolutely 
positive that it would have been at the suggestion of the apostles. 

" Ananias, with Sapphira, his wife, sold a possessiun and kept back p~ut of 
the price, his wife also being privy to it, and brought a certain part and laid it 
at the apostles' feet." 

In my Letter to Dr. Field I stated-not at the time pretend­
ing to quote from the New 'l,estament-that Ananias and Sap­
phira, after talking the matter over, not being entirely satisfied 
with the collaterals, probably concluded to keep a little-just­
enough to keep them from starvation if the good and pious 
bankers should abscond. It never occurred t.o n1e that any man 
would imagine that this was a quotation, and I feel like asking 
your pardon for having led you into this error. \Ve are informed 
in the bible that " they kept back a part of the price." It 
occurred to n1e, "judging by the rule of investigation according· 
to comrnon-sense," that there was a reason for thi~, and I could 
think of no reason e•cAvt that they did not care to trust the: 
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apostles with all , and that they kept back just u little, think~nO' it 
might be useful if the rest should be lost. · ~ 

According to the account, after Peter hn.d maue a few remarks 
to Ananias, 

"Ananias iell down and gave up the ghost ; . . • . and the young men· 
arose, wound him up, and carried him out, and buried him. And it was about 
~he space of three hours after, when his wife, not knowing what was done, came 
1n.17 

Whereupon Peter said : 

" ' Tell me whether ye sold the land for so much?' And she said, 'Yea, for 
so much.' Then Peler said unto her,' How is it that ye have agreed together 
to tempt the spirit of the Lord? Behold, the feet of them which have buried 
thy husband are at the door, and shall carry thee out.' Then fell she down 
straightway at his feet, and yielded up the ghost ; and the young men came in,. 
and found her dead, and, carrying her forth, buried her by her husband." 

The only objection found to this is, that I inferred that the 
ar:ostles had oent for her. Sending for her was not the offence. 
The failure to tell her what had happened to her husband was the· 
offence-keeping his fate a secret frotn her in order that she might 
be caught in the satne net that had been set for her husband by 
Je.hovah. This was the offence. This was tho rnean and cruel 
thing to which I objected. Have you answered that? 

Of course, I feel sure that the thing never occurre<l-tbe prob­
ability being that Ananias and Sapphira never li veu and never 
died. It is probably a story invented by the eo.rly church to make 
the collection of subscriptions smnewhat easier. 

And yet, we find a 1nan in the nineteenth century, forcn1ost of 
his fellow citizens in the afll1irs of a great nation, upholding this 
barbaric view of God. 

Let n1e beg of you to use your r~n.son "according to the rule 
suO'gested by con1mon sense.'' Let us do what little we can to 
re;cue the reputation, even of a Jewish tnyth, from the calumnies 
of Ignorance and Fear. · 

So, again, I am charged with having given certain \Vord.s as a 
quotation from the bible in which two passages are combined­
" They who believe und are baptised shall be saved, o.nd .they who 
believe not shn.lf be damned. And these shall go away 1nto ever­
lasting tire prepared for the devil and his angels." 

They were o·iven as two passages. No one for a InOinent sup­
posed tho.t they would be. read together as one, and no one itnagi.ned 
that any one in answenng the argu1nen t would be led to beheve 
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that they were iutendod as one. Neither was there in this the 
slightest negligence, n.s I w11~ ans\vering a tnun who i::; perfectly 
f~: tniliar with the Bible. 1.'he objection was too s1na1l to Blake. It 
i~ hardly laro·e enourrh to answer-and had it not been made bv 0 0 ~ 

you it would not have Leen a nswered. 
You are not satisficcl with what I have said upon the subject of 

in11 nortnJity. \Vhat I sn.id was th is : 'l'he idea of innnortality, 
thn.t like u. sea has ebbed and flowed in the human heart, ' vith 
its countless wa ves of hope and fear beating against the shores 
and rocks of thne and fate, \vas not born of any book, nor of any 
creeJ , nor of auy relig ion. It 'vas born of huHHLn n{iection, a.nd 
it \Vill couti nue t o ebb and fio,v lJeuen.th the n1is ts and clouds of 
d onbt and darkness as long as love k isses the lips of death. 

You ans\\~cr this by saying that " the Egyptians \Vcre believers 
in imm.ortal ity , but were not a people of high intellectual <.lovelop­
nw nt." 

J-Iow such a stuternout tends to answer what I have snjd, is 
l)(~yond uty powers of d ic:cernruent. I s there tnc s lig htest connec­
tiotl between my sta terneut aiHl your objectic11 ? 

You 1na.kc s till anothe): answer, n.nd ~n .. v that " the ancit:nt 
Greeks WO I'e a race of perhaps unparalleled ~intell (~etual capacity, 
and. that notwithstanding that, t ho most powerfu l 111ind of the 
Gr1~ck l' h ilo:--nphy, thn t. of 1\ rist.ot le, harl no r le:n· enn~eptinn nf a. 
p<~ r~PHn l existence in a fu ture state." .Di ety I be a llo\veJ to ask this 
si tnple q uest.ion : 'Vho has ? 

..t\..r e you urging an ol )jection t.o t he dogma of ilntnortality, when 
y ou scty that a, race of nnpa rn.lleled intel1 ortnn.l capacity ha.d no 
contidenec in 1t '? I~ t hat a doctrine Lelievcd 0nly hy people who 
ln.ck inte Jlcctunl capacity ? I stated that tho itlea of i1mnortality 
\nts born of love. Yon repl.y, "rrhe Egyptinns believed it, but. 
tbey were not intellcctunl" I s not this lL n.on ::;eq1(;i l 'wr ? The 
question is: 'Vt~re they a loving people ? 

Does h istory show thn,t there is <:t nloral governor of the worlJ ? 
'\\"llnt \\"'itncBses shall we call? The billions of slaves \Vho \Yer e paid 
"~i th blows ?-the countless rnot her:; whose bctbes \\' (We sold ? Have 
" ·c ti~.tl l' to examine the \Valdenses, the Covc~nantcrs of Scotland, 
the Catholics of Ireland, t he victiins of St. BnrtholullH.: \\.> of the 
.Spanish Inquisition, nll those \\·ho lw. ,.e died iu tiau1e~ ? Shall \\'e 
l~t •a t· tlw ston~ of Bt·uno? Shall we ask SetTetns ? ::;hall we ask 
the 1nillions ~la.ughtered by Christian swords in America--all the 
victiu1s of mnhition, of pm:jtu·y, of ignorn.ncc, of superstition and 
reveuge, of storn1 and e<.trthqnake, of fmnine, tlood anJ. fire? 
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Cn,n all thP ngonirs n.nd crinH'3, cn.n nll tl~l' itWIJllllliti e!-\ of t he 
·worlJ Le answered by rcadin tr t l1e " noble P :;ahu " iu whieh aru 
.L' l . 0 
~onnt the wotcls : "Call npou 1ne in the clay uf trouble, so I will 
hear thee, awl thou shnl t prnise 11w 1 ;, Do you }H'o\·e the truth of 
these iine words, t lds honey of Trel •i zm11l, by t l1 · victin1s of 
r c·] igiou~ persecution ? Shull we heat· the ~i(l·h s a11d sobs of 
~i1 Jl· ria ? '""' 

..:\..n othet· tlling. \Vhy should yon, from the png<· of C: re<' k his­
t<>rP, witb t he SI)On n·c of yo11r J'ud o·tw·nt. witH ' out nll tlHilWS lJnt 

·' <:> • n ' 
one, n.ud tell us t hat tbe 111ost powerful tni1Hl 11 f t ht• < ;n·(:k phi loso-
phy was that of .Aristotle~ }[ow did ynu nst'l'l'tnin thi .'-' fnct? I s 
i t not fair to suppose that you 1ner~ly iutend1.;1l tv sny that . 
n~conli11g to yonr \·iew, .Aristotle lutll tlH · tuost po\\·t·rfnl J11i 11d 
~u nung u.ll tho phi lu.-;ophet·s of Greece ? I :-; lwnld uot ca I! nttenti()u 
t.u t !J is, except fur yunr cri tici~n1 on a I i kc rut nn.rk of lll inc n.s to tl1 t! 

ill tl'lleetua l S\l}H' l'iCJt:ity of Shakespea re. Hut if you k new th t· 
t rvubl<! I ltnse hu.d in tiJHling out your tn ..:aning, fro1n yont· word:-;, 
yon wou ld pa1_'1 lon 1110 for cn.ll ing attention t o a single line fro111 
.Ari ~totle: "Clen.ress is tho Tirtuc of styll.!." 

To lll l': Epieurn~ sccn1~ fn.r g t·eab'r tbnu _\. ri~tc~tl l'. II e ltac l clean~t· 
,·i:-;ion. J J is cheek \\'ns clo::.er to the Lr( ·it~t uf llittUJ'c, nw.l l10 
p lant('d his phi losophy nearer to the l )L'( l-ruek (If fact. H e \\·a-; 
pt':H·t-ir··d t'l\'•llgh t_p k11nw t.hn t· ,·irtuc i ~ tlu.• I IJ•·nn~ . :Uttl lmppinc..;s 
the <' lll..l : that t,lw highest phi losophy i ~ the nrt of li \'i ng. H e wa.~ 
wi ~e ('nung·h. tn sny tlw.t 11othing is of tlt~~ slig-htest nd uv to Inil.i i 

tha t doc:-:; 11 0 t incrt.•ase OJ' p 1'CSel'VI.' hi ::l well-l~~ · iug, and ht• wa" grt.•at 
e11tmgh tn know, nn tl conrn.geous enongh to dtx:lat·t·, that <l flt.h t· gods 
and ghost:-> W(' l't ~ tltunstrous phantoms l,orn of ig-w>l'HJH·t· a nd fetu·. 

I still insis~ thnt humn.n nJlection is the fnnnclntiott 11f t.lt<' idl.!«t. of 
iuunurtn. lit.y ; that love wn.s the tir::lt to ~-' peak t hat W<ll''.l, 1111 lJtatte t· 
\Yllot.her they who :1pokc iL \n)re SHY<l g'C or ci\'ili zL'd, Egyptinu ur 
Greek. Bnt if \\re are i tu mortn 1- if theru he ttuot Iter \\·orlcl-why 
\\'ilS it not clPn.l'h r set forth in the Old T est tt lllL'lll ! CL'rta inhr, u;e 
au thors of tl11tt. J 1ook had an oppurtuni t,\· tu ll'arn it frnt'u t he 
Egyptians. \Vlty \\':ts i t noL reYen lPrl J ,~· !Jehon 11i ~ \rhr diLl lw 
\Yttste !tis time in givjug ortlt' rs for th e eon~c ·erntion of priL·~ts-in 
sn. v iu~r thn,t tlwv ,,-tnst hnxe ~hel)p 's b!uocl pnt on t llf•ir rig-ht eat·~, 
~u{tl o7l their l'i c::ht tluunl.:~, awl on their ri .~·h t big toe~ 1 '·cunld H, 

God with any ~eu sc of hutll<llll' g ive such •lireetious, or watch . with~ 
out hucro lt\llf)·htt)l', the pcrfuruutnce of such n, een~ 1 nony ( l H ot:cler 
to soc tl10 be~uty, tho llcpth n.nd tenderness ot such n euu~l'cration, 
i s it essential to be in o, state of (( reverential calm (" 
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Is it not strange tha.t Christ did not te]) of another world dis­
tinctly, clearly, without parable, and \Yithont the mist of meta­
phor? 

'l'he fact is that the HinJoos, tho Egyptians, the Greeks, and 
the Romans taught the inunortnJity of the soul, not as a glittering­
guess-a possible perhaps-but as a clear awJ detnonstrateu truth 
for many centuries before the hirth of Christ. 

If the Old 'festn.Jnent proves anything, it is thu.t death ends all. 
And the New 'l'estarnent, by basing innnortality on the resurrection 
of the Lody, but " keeps the word of pro1nise to our ear and bt·eaks. 
it to our hope." 

In my Reply to Dr. Field, I said : "The truth is, that no one can 
justly be held respon~ible for his thoughts. 'rlw hrniu thinks with­
out asking our consent; we believe, or disbelieve, without an effort 
of the \vill. Belief is n. result. It is the etlect of evidence upon 
the tuind. 'The scnlcs turn in spite of hiru who watches. ':rhere is 
no opportunity of Leing honest or dishon<'st in the forrnation of an 
opinion. The conclusion is entirely independent of desire. "\Ve· 
n1ust bclicYe, or we tnu~t doubt, in spite of whu.t \Ve 'vish." 

Does the brain think without our consent ? Can \Ve control our 
thought ? Can we tell \Vhat we are going to think to-Inorro\v ? 

Can \ve stop thinking? 
Is belief the resnlt of that \vhich to us is evidence, or is it a 

product of the ·will ? Can the scales in \Vhich reason \veighs 
evidence be turned by the will ? \Vhy, then, should evidence be 
\Veigh eel ? If it all depends on the \vill, \V hat is evidence ? Is there 
any opportunity of being dishonest in tho for1nu.tion of a.n opinion ? 
~.lust uot the rnan \Yho fonns the opinion kno\v what it is ? He· 
canHot kllo,vingly cheat hhuself. He cannot be decei \red \vith dice· 
thnt he loads. H e cannot phty unfairly a.t solitaire without kno\ving­
that he hu.s lost the ganw. He cm1not knowingly \Yeigh \Yith false 
scales and believe in the correctness of the result. 

You haYe not e\·en attmnpted to auswer 1uy arguments upon 
these points, but you have unconsciously avoided thetn. You dicl 
not attack the citadel. In n1ilitary parlance, you proceeded to. 
" slwll the \Voods." The noise is precisely the same as though 
every shot had been directed agn,inst the enen1y's position, but the· 
result is not. Yon do not seem willing to j1nplicitly trust the 
correctness of your a.i1n. Yon prefer to place the target after the· 
shot. 

The question is \Vhether the \Viii knowingly can change evi­
dence, and \Yhethcr there is n.ny opportunity of being dishonest. 
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in the formation of au opinion. You have changed the issue. You. 
have erased t he word fornuttion and interpolateJ tltc word expression. 
. ~et us suppose that a man has given an opinion, knowing th~t 
1t Il:i not based on any fttct. Can you say thn,t he has given lus . 
opinion 7 'l'ho morncnt a prejudice is known to he a prejudice, it 
disappears. Ignora.nce is the soil in which prejuJice 1nust gro\v. 
Touched by n. r3:y of light, it dies. 'l'he judg tuent of man rnay be 
\Vn.rpc<.l by preJudice and passion, but it cannot be consciously 
'varped. It is impossible for any man to be inHuenced by a known 
prejudice, because a known prejudice cannot exist . 

I a1n not contending that all opinions have been honestly 
expressed. \Vhnt I contend is, tlw,t when a dishonest opinion has 
been expressed, it is not the opinion that was forn1ed. 

'fhe cases suggested by you are not in point. Fathers are hon­
estly swayed, if really swnycd, by love ; n.nd queens o.nd judges 
have pretended to be swayed by the highest moti vcs, by the clear­
est evidence, in order thn.t they 1night k ill rivals, reap rewards, and 
gratify revenge. But wh<Lt has all this to do with the fact t hat he 
\vho watches the scales in wllich evidence is 'Vveighed kno\vs the 
actual rcsul t ? 

Let us exrunine your cnse : If a father is conscirn~sl?J swayed by 
his love for his son, and for that reason says tlw,t his son is inno­
cent , then he has not expressed his opinion. If he is nr..consciously 
swu.yed and su,ys t ho.t his son is innocen t, then he has expressed. 
his opinion. In hoth instanee:::;, his opinion was independent of his 
\vill ; but in the first instance, he did not express his opinion. You 
will certainly see t his distinction between the formation and the 
expression of an opinion. 

'fhe satne urgn1nent applies to the nutn who consciously has a 
uesire to condmnn. Such n conscious J.esire cannot affect the 
t estin1ony- cannot affect the opinion. Queen Elizabeth undoubt­
edly desired the death of nlary Stuart, but this conscious desire 
coul<.l not lu.tve been t he foundation on which rested Elizabeth's 
opinion us to the guilt or innocence of her rival. It is barely pos· 
sible that Elizal1cth did not express her rea.l opinion. Do you 
belie,~e that the English judges, in the n1atter of the Popish Plot, 
gave j udgn1ent in accordance ·wi~h their opi~ions ? Are ~~ou . sat­
isfied that N o.poleon expressed hts ren.l op1n1on ·when he JUstified 
hitnself for the assassination of the Due d'Enghien? 

If you ans·wer these questions in the affirmative1 you admit that. 
I am right. If you answer in the negative, you admit that you are 
wron"" The moment you ad1nit that the opinion fortned cannot be, 
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changed by expressing a pretended opinion, your argutncnt is 
turned '- gainst your5elf. 

It is admitted thn.t prej udice strengthens, weakens and colors 
cviclence; but prejudice is hone . .;t . And when one n.cts knowingly 
against the evidence, thu.t is not by t·eason of prej udice. 

According to tny views of propriety, it would be unbcc01ning for 
me to so.y that your argutucnt on these que:qtions is " a piece of 
plausible shallowness." Such language 1night Le r egarded a~ lack­
ing " reYerential calm," awl I therefore reftnin frotH even charac­
terizing it as plausible. 

I s it not perfectly apparent thnt you have changed tho issue, 
a nd that instettd of showing thn.t opini on~ arc ct·e~t tnJ·t~S of the will, 
you have discussed the quality of actions? \V hnt have corrupt 
a nd cruel judgn1entd prflnounced by corrupt and ct·ucl judge.-; to do 
with their real opinions ? '\Vh en ct judge forn1s one opinion flud 
renders another he is calleJ corrupt. The corntption do0s not con­
sist in forn1ing his opinion, but in rendering oue that he did not 
fonu. Does a dishonest creditor, \\·ho incorrectly aJJs a number 
of itetns, 1naking the n.ggregn.te too large, nece'isarily change his 
opinion as to the rela.tions of nutubcrs ? \Vhen an error is known, 
it is not a n1ic:~b.tke; but a conclusion reached by a mi~take, or by u. 
prejudice. or uy both, is a n ecessary conclusion. H e who pretends 
tu cuw~ to ~L coucln:oiion 1y n. mistt:tko which he kr: : -.v:-. ~ J n()t n. ;nis­
take, knows t,hat he hn.s not expressed his ren..l opinion. 

Oo.n Ftnything l1e more illogical tha.n the n.ssertion that because 
a boy reaches, throngh negligence in adding figures, t1 wrong re~u l t, 
tha.t he b accountable for his opinion of tho result? If he knew 
h~ was nt:gli~~ent wbut 1nust his opinion of the result hu.Ye boon ? 

So with the 111an \Vho boh~ly announces that he has discovered 
the tHlltH~rical expression of the rela tion sustained by the dza rncte1· 
to t he circumference of a circle. If he is honest in the annount.:·e­
nlent, then the announ<"!mnent \Yas caused not by his will but. by his 
ignorance. IIis will cannot tnn.ke the announcement true, ~t.ad he 
conh1 not by any possibility ha.ve supposed that hi~ will could 
afiect the correctness of his announcement. The will of one who 
thinks t hat h.~ hns invented or discovered what is called perpP. tual 
1notion, is not n.t fault. The Ill11D , if honest, has been ntisled ; if not 
honest. he endea\·ours to tnislead others. 'l'here is prejudice, and 
prejudice does raise a clmnour, and the intellect is att'ected and the 
jndgment is (ll1rkened and the opinion is defor1ued; but the preju­
dice is real a.nd the clamour is sincere and the judgment is upright 
.and the opinion is honest. 
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The intellcet is not a lways supreme. It iH surrounded by clouds. 
It souwtilnes sits in darkness. It is often tnis1cd---sOJnetimes, in 
tinper:;ti tionfi fear, it a.Ldiente:s. It is not n.l wn.ys n white light. T~e 
passions and prejudices n,rc pris1.1atic--- they colour thought~. 
l) esi res betray the judgment and cunningly 111islon.d the wi ll. 

Yon seem to think that the fnct of responsibility is in dang' r 
n nlc•l--S it r ests upon the will , n.ud this will you regl\r<l ns ~onH.: thing 

· wi thou t n. Cituse, F::pri11ging into Lei11g in son1e n1ystcrions wny with .. 
out. father or 1nother , without seed or soil , or rnin or ligh t. Yon 
m nst ntlmit thu.t ntnn is a condi t ioned heing ---tlntt ho has want~, 
obj t.!Cts, enlls, and ain)S, and that th e:-;c are gratified and attni ned 
only by the nso of tneans. Do not t ho-.:e wn.n ts nnd these ohjoet:.; 
have sornething to do with the will , and do~s not the intellect huvu 
sotnething to do with the meu,ns ? Is not the will a product ? Iu~ 
dependently of conditions, cnn it ex ist ? I s it not necessurily pro­
clnccd ? Behind every wish nud th ought , every dteam nn<l fancy, 
every f ear and hope, nrc there not countless causes ? n[nn feels 
shuuw. \Vhat does this prove? ILe pities hiiuself. \Vhnt <.loeH 
thi s demonstrate ? 

The dark continent of motive nnd desire hns never been explored. 
In the brain, thnt wondrous world with one inhabitant, the re arc 
r ecesses dint nnd dn.rk, trea.cherous SPtnds and •langeron~ :-.;hore~. 
where seeming sirens tempt nnd fnde; :,trenHts t.hn.t rise in unknown 
la.nd~ ft·mn hiJden spring:;, s trange seas with ebb nnd flow of tides, 
resistless billows urged Ly storms of fln. tHe, profound nlld n\vfu l 
depths hidden by n1ist of cl r·eams, oLscuro a.nd phn.n om real ms 
where vague and fearful thing ·.; are hn.lf revealed , jungles where 

Passion 's ti (fers crouch , and skies of cloud and blue where fancie~ 
~ 

tly with prtin ted wi ugs thut <.lnzzle nnd 1nislead ; and ·.:1e poor 
sovereign of thi~ pictured worJd ~s led by old desires and nncient 
hn.te~, anti st<tined by crimes of tnn.ny vanished years, a nd pnHhe(l 
by hands th n.t, lon~ n,go were d u~ t, until he feels like some bewil­
det·cJ ~ht\• e that ni ockery hns th t·oned and .crowned. 

_No one pretends tlln. 'j the mind of rnnn is perfect - that it. is not 
aftected bv desires, colored by hopes, wenkened lJy fears, dcfd;·mcrl 
by i o·nor~~Hce and distorted by supers t ition. But a ll this lH1i 

nothing to do with the innocence of opin ion. 
I t tnf~Y be that the Thugs were taugh t that n1urdcr is innocent ; 

but did the teachers belieYe what they taught ? Did the pupilH 
believe the teu.chers? Did not Jehovah teach that the act tho.t 
we describe as murder was a duty? \Vere not his teachings prac­
ticed by ~Ioses R.nd Joshua. and Jephthn.h and Sainue] and David ?' 
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W ere they honest ? 
issue ? 

But who.t has all this to do with the point o.t 

Society baa tho right to protect itself. even from honest mur· 
derers and conscientious thieves. The belief of the criminal docs 
not disarm society ; it protects itself frotn him as fron1 a poisonous 
serpent, or frmn a beast that lives on huuw.n flesh. \Ve n.re under 
no obligation to stand still and allow ourflelves to be murdered by 
one who honestly thinks that it i~ his duty to take our lives. And 
yet, according to yout· argument, we lul.vo no right to defend our· 
selves from no nest '!'hugs. \Vas Saul of 'l'u.rsus n. 'I' hug w·hcn he 
persecuted Christians ' ' even unto stro.nge cities" 1 Is the Thug 
of Indio. more ferocious than Torque1uo.da, the Thug of Spain 1 

If belief depends upon tho will, can u.ll men have correct opinions 
who ~rill to have thetn? Acts arc gootl. or bad, accordin~ to their 
conseq uences, and not nccorJing to the intentions of the actor.q, 
Honest opinion3 xuay be wrong, and opinions dishonestly expressed 
nw.y be right. 

Do you mean to say that because pnssion nnd prejudice, the 
reckless ' ' pilots 'twixt the dnngorous shores of will and j udgtnent," 
sway the n1ind, that the opinions which you have expressed in your 
Rcrnarks to n1e are not your opinions 1 Certainly you will tulmit 
that in all probability you have prejudices and passions, and if so, 
cn.n the opinions that you have exprassed, according to your argu­
ment, be honest? ~Iy lack of confidence in your argunwnt give~ 
me perfect confidence in your candor. You may rmnernber tho 
philosopher who retained his reputation for veracity, in spite of the 
fact that he kept saying : " There is no truth in rnan.'' 

Are only tho3e opinions honest that are forrncd without any 
interference of passion, affection , habit or fnncy 1 \Vhut would 
the opinion of u. tun.n without passions, ttft'ection or fu.ncics be wortl 
The alchetnist gave up his search for an universal solvent u 
being asked in what k ind of vessel he expected to keep it WJ. 

found. 

It may be admitted that Biel "shows us how the life of DantA 
co-operated with his extraordinary no.tural gifts and capabilities 
to make him wh~t he wu.s," but does thi~ tend to show that Da1te 
changed his opinions by an act of his will. or that he reached 
honest opinions by knowingly using false weight~ and measures? 

You mu&t o.dnlit that the opinions, habits and religions of 1nen 
depend, at. least in some degree, on race, occupation, training and 
cn.pacity. I s not every thoughtful man compellEd to agree witt-
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"Edgn.r F o.wt ett, in whose brain uro united the bet\uty of the pot t 
.nnd tho subtloty of the logicin.n, 

"\Vho sees how vice her vtnom wreaks 
On the Crail babe before it speaks, 
And how heredity enslaves 
\Vitb gho~tly hands that reach from graves" ( 

\Vhy do you hold th e intellect crintinally re~ponsih l c for opin· 
ion~, when you admit that it is controlled by tho will 7 An rl why 
-do you hold the will responsible, when yon insist thu.~ it is ~Wtt\·ed 
by the ptl.~sions n.nd n.fl'ections ? But nll this hn.-; nothing t(; <lo 
with the fact that every opiuion hns been honestly formed whethct· 
honestly expressed or not. 

No one pretend~ t.hat all goveruments hn.ve been honestly for n1ed 
u.nd honestly adntiuist t. ~'eel. All vices, and sotnc virtues, aro repro· 
sen ted in most natiow. In my opinion n. republic is bettor th11n n. 
HlOnnrchy. The legnlly expressed wi1l of tho people ir; t he oJJly 
rightful so\·creign. This so,·ercignty, however, docs not etubracc 
the rcalrn of thought or opinion. In that world each human being 
i~ u. sovereign,-thronctl 1tud ct·owtH:<l : One is n rnajority. Tho 
good citizentj of thn.t rcn.hn give to others all right~ thu.t they claitu 
for themselves, and those who appe~d to force aro the only tra itors. 

The existence of tl wologic~11 dc~potisms, of God·anointecl kings, 
docs 11ot tend to prove: that u kno\vn prejudice ca.n detcrnJ.ine tho 
weight of evidence. \Vhcn tucn were so ignorant n.s to. suppose 
Lhn.t Go•.l would destroy them unless they burned heretiCs, they 
ligh ted the fJgo ts in self-defence. 

F eeling as l do that uuu1 is not I'C')ponRible for hiH opinions, I 
-chu.ructcrizcd persecution fur opinion's sake ns infamous. So, i t 
is perfectly clear to n1e, thnt it would be the i11fn.tny of infn.lllies 
for an infinite being to create vn.~t uurnlwrs of nwn knowing thut 
they would sufier eternal pn.in. If an infinite Ood m·cn.te~ a tno.n 
on purpose to <.la.1nn hitn, or creates him knowing that he will be 
damned, is not the critne the sn.n1e ? \Ve tnake ntistakes and 
fa.11ures bccl\usc we are finite ; but cn.n you conceive of any ex­
cu.-;e for an infinite beil1g who creates failures? If you had the 
power to chauO"e, by a wish, .t1 statue into a hun1an being, and 
y ou knew that 

0

this being would die without a " change of beart ') 
.J.l '1d suffer endless pain, what would you do? 

Can you think of any excuse for t1n earthly father, who, hav­
incr wealth, learning o.od leisure, leaves his own children in igno­
i'a~ce and darkness? Do you believe that a God of infinite \vis-



COL. IXGEHSOLL TO MR GLADSTONE. 

dom, justice and love called countless generations of men into being::>­
knowing that they would be used as fuel for the eternal tire ? 

.J[any will regret that you did not give your views upon the· 
tnain question~--thc principal i~~ues-involved, insteaJ of calling 
n.ttention , for the l\JOSt part, to the unitnportant. If men were 
d iscn .-. .- ing the cause.::; and results of the .Frttnco-Prus~ian war, it. 
would har .l ly be worth while for n. th i rd per~on t o interrupt the 
:u·gumcnt for the purpose of calling a ttcn t ion to n. ntis~pelled \vord 
1n the t crlll :-; of surrender. 

I f we admit tha t n man is respcmsildc for his opinions and his 
thoughts, and that his will is perfectly free, still these ndrnissions 
do not e ven tend to prove the inspiru.tiou of t he bible, or the 
" divine &cheme of rod emption." 

In my j udg1n ~n t, th e llays of the supernatura l nre nutnbered. 
The <.logtnn. of in~ pirn.tion must be abandoned. As mn.n advances, 
- -us his intellect enlarges, o.s his know ledge increases, as his 
i(leals become nobler, the l>ibles and creeds will lose their author­
ity, the mii n.culous will be cla~secl \\·ith the impos~ible, And the 
idea of special providence will be discarded. Thousands of reli­
g ions have perished, inntnnerable gods have died, and why should 
the relig ion of our time bo exen1pt frorn the cmnmon fate 1 

Creeds cnnnot remain permanent in o. 'vorld in which lrnow­
ledge increnses. Science and superstition cannot peaceably 
occupy t ho ~anw bruin. This is an age of investigation, of dis­
covery o.nu thought. Science destroys the dogma. that tnislead 
the mind and waste the energies of man. It points out the ends 
that can be accou1plished ; takes into consideration the limits of 
our faculties; fi xes our attention on the affairs of this world, and 
erects beacons of wnrning on the dangerous shores. It seeks t o 
ascertain the conditions of health, to the end that life may be en­
riched and lengthened, and it reads with a srnile this passage: 

"And God wrought special miracles by the hand:; of Paul, so that from his 
bod y were brought unto the sick handkerchiefs or aprons, and the diseases de­
parted from them, and the evil spiri~s went out of them." 

Science is the enemy of fear and credulity. It invites in· 
vestigation, challenges the reason, stimulates inquiry, and \\rel­
corncs the unbeliever. It seeks to give food and sltelter, and 
rairnent, ed uca.tion and liberty to the htnnu.n race. It welcotnrs 
every fact u1Hl every truth. It has furnished a foundation for 
morals, n. philo~ophy for the guidance of man. Front all books 
it selects the gond, and frmn ~11 theories the true. It seeks to· 
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ci vi]ir.e the l1u1nan race by the cultivation of the into1lect and 
heart. It refines through art, tnusic and the drn.ma, giving voice 
and exprcs~ion to every noble thought. The n1ysterious does not 
excite tho feeling of \Vorship, but the nm bition to unders t:1nd. IL 
does not pr<ly. it works. It does not t1 11~wer inquiry with the 
n1a1icious cry of "blasphemy.'' Its feelings are not hurt by contra­
diction, neither cloPs it ask: to be protected by lu.w from the lanf.,!h ter· 
of heretic~. It hn.s tHught rna n that he cn.nnot walk beyond the 
horb;on, that the questions of origin and destiny cannot be an­
swcrerl, that an intinite personality cannot be comprehended by a 
finite being~ and the truth of a ny system of reli).!ion lmsecl on the 
supernatural cannot by any possibility be estu.blished, such a. reli­
gion not being within the domain of evidence. Ancl, ab.;vc all, it 
teacheH that all our dnties are here, thnt all our obligations are to 
SP.ntient beings; that intelligence, guided by kindness, iH the highest 
possible wisdom ; and that •( n1an believes not what he would , but 
what he can.'' ,. 

And, o.fter all, it may be that, u to ride an unbroken horse with 
the reins thrown upon his neck," as you charge n1e wit3 doing, 
gives a greater variety l)f sPnsn.tions, a kcPner delight. and a better 
n:_o~p~q~ ~9f winning the 'ace than to sit sol01nnly n.str1de of n dead 
one, in '' a deep reverential cahn;' with the bridle firmly in your 
lutnd. 

Again assuring you of my profound respect, I rmnain, 

Sincerely yours, 

RonEitT G. I~·oERSOLL. 

--· 
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