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on every one whose mental faculties are
healthy and tolerably well balanced. The
notion that all thingi owe their origin and
tneir harmonious arrangement to the
fortuitous concurrence of atoms is a kind
of lunacy which very few men in these
days are afHictcd with. I hope I may
safely assume it as certain that all, or
nearly all, who read this page wHi have
sense and reason enough to see for them-
selves that the plan of the univ^ le could
not have been designed without a De-
"Kner, or executed without a Maker.
But Mr. Ingersoll asserts that, at all

events, this material world had not a
good and beneficent creator ; it is a bad
savage, cruel piece of work, with its
pestilences, storms, earthquakes, and vol-
canoes

; and man, with his lialnlity to
sickness, suffering, and death, is not a
siicccss, but, on the contrary, a failure.
I o defend the (Jreaior of the world against
an arrangement so foul as this would be
almost as unbecoming as lo make the
accusation. We have neither jurisdiction
nor capacity to rjjudge the justice of God.Why man is made to fill this particular
place in the scale of (treation-a little
ower than the angels, yet far above the
brutes; not passionless and pure, like the
former, nor mere machines, like the
latter; able to stand, yet free to fall ; know
ing the right, and accountable for goinir
wrong

; gifted with reason, and impelled
l)y self-love to exercise the faculty-thesc
are questions on which we may have our
speculative opinions, but knowledge is out
ot our reach. Meantime, we do not dis-
credit our mental independence by taking
It for granted that the Supreme Being has
done all things well. Our ignorance of
tlie whole scheme makes us^oor critics
upon the small part that comes within our
limited perceptions. Seeming defects in
the structure of the world may be its most
perfect ornament-all apparent harshness
the tenderest of mercies.

"
aI!

'"'*'-"?''''> harmony not underslcjocl,
All partial evil, universal Rood."

But worse errors are imputed to God
as moral ruler of the world than those
charged against him as creator. lie mademan badly, but governed him worse- if
the Jehovah of the Old Testament was
not merely an imaginary being, then, ac
cording to Mr. Ingersoll, he was a nroiu-
Uiced, barbarous, criminal tvrant.' Wa
wiiiaee what ground he lays," if any, for
these outrageous assertions.
Mainly principally, first and most im-

portant of all, is the unqualified assertion
that the "moral code" which Jehovah
gave to his people "is in many respects

abhorrent to every good and tender man "
Does Mr. Ingersoll know what he is talk-
ing about? The moral code of the Bible
consists of certain immutable rules to
govern the conduct of all men, at all
times and all places, in their private and
personal relations with one another. It
is entirely separate and apart from' the
civil polity, the religious forms, the sani-
tary provisions, the police regulatiouR
and the system of internationaf law laid
down for the special and exclusive ob-
servance of the Jewish people. This ia a
distinction which every intelligent man
knows how to make. Has Mr.' Ingersoll
fallen into the egregious blunder of con-
founding these things? or, understanding
the truo sense of his words, is he rash find
shameless enough to assert that the moral
code of the Hiblo excites the abhorrence
of good men? In fact and in truth, this
moral code, which ho reviles, instead of
being abhorred, is entitled to, and has
received, the profounncst respect of all
honest and eensiblo persons. The second
table of the Decalogue is a jierfect com-
pcndiuin of those duties which every man
owes to himself, his family, and bis
neighbor. In a few simple words, whicli
he can commit to memory ahno.st in a
minute, it teaches him to purify his heart
from covetousness; to live decently, to
injure nobody in reputation, person or
property, and give every one his own
By the poets, tlie prophets, and the sages
of Israel, thepc great elements are expand-
ed into a volume of minuter rules so
clear, so impressive, and yet so solemn
and so lofty, that no pre-existing system
of philosophy can (compare with it for a
moment. If this vain mortal is not blind
with passion, he will see, upon rellection
that he has attacked the Old Testament
precisely where it is most impregnable

Dismissing his groundless charge asainst
the moral code, we come to his strictures
on the civil government of the .lews
which he .'rays was so bad and unjust that
the Lawgiver by whom it was estaoliahed
must have been as savagely cruel an the
Creator that made storms and pestilences-
and the work of both was more worthy of
a devil than a god, H's language is reck-
lessly bad, very defective in method, and
altogether lacking in piecision. But, aiiart
from the ribaldry of it, which I do not
feel myself bound to notice, I find four
objections to the Jewish constitution—
not more than four—which are dednite
enough to admit of an answer. These
relate to the provisions of the Mosaic law
on the subjects of (1) Blasphemy and
Idolatry; (2) War; (3) Slavery; (4) Poly-
gamy. In these resflpcts he pronounces


