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d^ifSif^lf'^' When prosperity is at its seniih.

iTkS. « * *^® door
I
whea th^ tre« is in fnU bloom there

?J^!Li ^ '**®P ^ ^^ ^^ *»* 7^°^ J«rf- Prosperity

S!L!^
consequences

; and if. as'you say, oonwo^Sdetennine the qnahty of actions, tow caS'pro^ri^b!

»»iS!2; ^^*^^^^7* wide from those who prosper, is anabstraction, noteg. and therefore the gocS ySu assertof It IS equaUy an abstraction, a delnsion ind a snareT^INOKBSOLL-." God or no God, murder is a crime!^
OoMMKNT-It is a bad thing for one to foraet one'a^'

L'l^S.fn^'iSP^^- rJ^°.^^? '^ *»^** "conaequSces de^
tTfiJ"!"^ ^^*^< **^ actions." How then^ you as-aert that murder is a crime until you know the conse-quences of it f Murder in the abstrwt is at b^t SSlTi

^ ^'^^2^?'^J^ the act of A., B. or C. Buthow clmwSassert that the act of. A.. B. or 0. is murder w a^T^
SSi?S^**^S?~^^"«"*^^ According to thrnowstandard of nght and wrong set up by votu I have tiiesame right to asserii that muJder is a 4tue s* ySJ havlto asserti it is a crime, until aU the consequences 5 the sS!

must determine che nature of the act.
"-^^uwiweB

^«B8oix-« There has always been • law against

CoMMKNT-Yes, but the law is unjust if larceny be awtue. And you cannot asserii it is not, as long as iu theconsequences of the larceny are not knowntlince they
are, aocordmg to you, the standard by which the act is tobe judged. If there is no God the "law against Wny
fcaf^r*^2L^^^ obligations, for if^ade b/ mSJ
whThid Jot. ^ ^"^"^ ^^"^ *^' ftgainst^those

But those who have not axe in the majority in the world.

r^nSff^trS ^"'^^ no right to impose^laws on SSmajority. » there is no God, the reaTthieves are thosewho have and hold the goods of this world from the neatmajon^ who have not This is in fact the docteS^

,
prorfiet of infidelity. Ian it down as a maximtibirk robbery.^ The^erenpe between yoa23

is this: hedemea God and carries that d«2iS


