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nn<l tlio inoi-f iiiiiiartiiil juhI n'f!ccti\«' minds arc fiwarc tlmt no-

[(fii'ly i> iXriiipt IVoiii iiiiNC'liii I's, wliith lie nt the root ot" the Imiiuin

C'on>titiiti(jn in its Wiirpccl, ini[>aiiv(i, Jin<l d is I (tented condition.

Natui'aily ononLih. tliose dttoiiiiitics lielp to indispose men towards
beliif; and wli»n tliis indisposition lias been developed into a system
of ni'U'ntive WMrt'are, all the faults of all the Christian bodies, and
sub-di\isions of ImwHcs, are, as it was natural to ex])eet they would
be, earct'ully raked together, and heeonie })art and parcel of the

indictment a^^ainst the divine scheme of redemption. I notice these

thinu- in tlir mass, without i)articularitv, which miy'lit be invidious,

for tww iiiipurtMiit purijo.ses. First, that we all, who hold by tho

Go.Npel and th(; Christian Chui'ch, may learn humility and modesty,

as well as charity and iniluli;('nce, in tlie ti'«'atment of o]»ponents.

from our consciousness that wi; all, alike by oui' exa<jjgvrations and
our .shortcomings in I'elief, no less than by faults of conduct, ha\'e

conti'ilaiteil to ln-ine- aliout this condition of fashionahle hostility to

religious faith: ami, .secondly, that we may res(^lutely decliiie to be

heh.l bound to tenets, or t<j consenuences of tenets, which represent

not the great Christt-ndom of tlu; ])ast and present, but only some
hole and corner of its vast organization; and not the heavenly
trea><ure, but the rust ta* the caidcer to which that treasure has been

exposed through the incidents of its cuftody in earthen vessels.

1 do not remember ever to have read a composition, in which
the merely local coloring of particidar, and even very limited

secti(;ns of Christianity, was UH>re .systematically used as if it had
been available and legitimate argument against the whole, than in

the Reply before us. C\)lonel Inger.soll writes with a rare and
enviable Virillancy, but also with an imjx'tus which he seems unable

to courrol. Denunciation, .sarcasm, and invective, may in ciaise-

quenee Ik- .said to constitute the stapli> of his work; and, if argu-

ment or >ome favorable admission here ami there peeps out for a

monient. the wi-iter .soon leaves the dry and barren heights for his

favorite amlniore luxurious galloping grounds beneath. Thus,

when th.- Reply has consecrated a line (N. A. R., No. 372, p. 47.*^) to

the plen-^ing contemplation of his oppoiuMit as " maidy, candicb and
geneious.' it inune<liately devotes more than twelve to a declamatory
demniciatii^n of a practice (as if it wei-e his) altogether contraiy to

generosity and to cauilor, and reproaches those who expect {Ibid.)

"to receive as alms an eternity of joy." I take this as a specimen
of the mode of statement which permeates the whole Reply. It is

not the statement of an untruth. Tlie Christian receives as alms
all whatsoever he receives at all. Qui sdlvaudos salvas grdtis is

his song of thankful praise. But it is the statement of one-half of
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