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perhaps tohe relieved by the incantvations ¢f Canidia and
the Corybantian howl.’ R

The history of 1he past three hundred years fur-
mishes abundant justification for even tlhe hornet-siing
int the tail of Disraeli's remarks. We recently gave
some modern  instances in pont.  Another conlempor-
aryl instance is furnished by the July-Sepiember issue of
the ' Journazl of the Manchester (eographical Society '
vol. xx., nos. 7-8, 1904, p. 108). In the course of an
articig on ‘ The Development of West Africa,” the Rev
P. A. McDermotl, C.5. Sp, of Onitsha (3. Nigerin),
writes as follows on the ' Promiscuous Distribution of
the Okl Testament ' —

* Bub before I leave the question of polypamy, 1
carnot conscientiously omif Lo allnde here, {hough with
the utmost delicacy and the deepest” respect for the
motives thai inspire it, 1o the practice, on the part
of some religious socicties, of 1he promiscuous  and
indiscrimimate distribution of the books of the Ol
Testament. It 18 umdeniable that i1t has greatly con-
tributed to strencehen m-ﬁm_g those people and even to
propagate polygamy. Now 1hat they are learning how
to remd—and, unless in the very remate interior, von
will rarely find & wllaze without one or more  young
men able to do mo—they will only be attracted to  the
reading of such of those numerous passages of the Old
Testament as would tend  almost 1o conseerate  that
practice  in their untutored and naturally  corrupt
minds, wunable yet to  discriminate between the Od
Testament in itself and the New Testameni, by which
it has been modified and supplemenied, not to say cor-
rected.’

*

Wa find the testimony given aboie borne out as to
substance in Dr Needham Cust's  Missionary Methods '
(pp. 38-39), as regards Lagos and Sierra Leone, in Weat

‘Africa.  Dr. Cust is bimsell a Prodestant. Tle is, per-
haps, the preatest living authorily en non-Catholic

mission-fields. And, curiously vncugh, he  sirenuvousiy
pleads for ibe recognition of (he pluralily of  wisves
by Christian missionaries in el countries in which the
praciice is logally estabhishod ' Bul he might  easly
plead in extenuation {he example of sundry great  © Re-
formers ' to which, no doubt, he attached uncommwon
weaight. The Protestant writer Bay, in his * German So-
cieiy at the close of the WMiddle Ages,' says {p I
of Dr. Martin T.auther  * Ile was apposed o divoree,
though he did not forbad . and recommended  that a
man shoudbd Tather have a pluralily of wives than thay
he should put away any of them®  Tn one of s ser-
mons on  the Pentateuch, wiven in his Collecled  Wolks
(‘ Saemmd. Werke,” xxxiin, #324-1% he says s not
forbidden that a man should have more than one wafe
I would nob forhid it fowday, alhert 1 would net advise
1w, . . Yet neither would T comdemn 1" Tn 1334 he
adopted a far more decided attitude than ene of mere
passive tolerance towards polygamy he  pormitied
Philip, Landgrave of tlesse, to have two © wives ' sinul-
taneougly—Clatherine of Savony (his Jawful <pouse) and
Marguerite «le Stdal, In return fonr this concession,
Philip had prously  promised io ¢ Live apd die more
oheerfully in the cause of the Gospel © (that s, of Lu-
ther's new-fangled creedy, ©and e more ready to wnder-
take its gefencr. 1 engage” he added, ¢ (o perfoim, on
my part, all that may he requited of e 1 reason,
whether as remards the property of convents, or  mat-
lersof & similar deseription © The bail took  Luther,
Bucer, Melancthon, amd fine other  Doctors of Doty
rew  up, on December 7, 134% the famous dacumoent
acceding to Philip's requesl [or a second pariner of his
joys and woes

The permission for a polyoamons vmon was gy en—

s0 sald these picus * Reformers —* that  the  olory of
God may be promoted © But  they cauliously added :

* We are of opinion that it ought 1o he done secretly |
that is 1o say, therc should be none present hevond the
contracting parties, and a few trustworthy persons,

who should he hound to secrecy.’ The bigamous nup-
tials were celebrated by Melander, the sycophant amd
creature of the drunken, roystering, immoral Landgrave
of Ilesse. Some years ago a Paris newspaper con-
taired this unigie adveriisement: ‘A young man of
agrecable presence, and desirous of getting married,
wouid like 10 make the acquaintance of an .aged and
experienced  gentleman who could dissuade him  from
taking the faial siep.’ The * experienced gentleman '
who Uil the bigamous slip-knot for Philip of Hesse
was abou{ {he last man on ecarth to dissuade the
uxorious Landgrave from his sccomd ‘ fatal step.’ On
the contra-ry,” as Humpiy-Dumpty said in Looking-glass
Land. The accommodating varlet (as the noted Ameri-
can Protestani scholar and divine, Dr. Starbuck, puts
ity ‘kept his master in good teart by marrying three
wives withioul divorcing any.’ When the magnitnde of
this scamdal, so unexampled in Christendom, was
brought home to them in a way that scared them for
their * cause,” Dr. Martin Bucer and Dr. Martin Luther,
ondeavorgd) 1o show it under by what Dr. Starbuck
calls a ‘campaign of sanctified mendacity.’ They plan-
ned o bold and ‘pubdblic denial of the whole proceedings,
Bucer—pleading that the Apostles and even Christ and
Grod the Father were dissemblers f—said (Lenz, 175-80) :
" Su shoulkd  we also net  alone conceal from our ene-
mies the truth wherewith they can bhurt us, but also
through antagomstie error turn dhem from it.'  Luther
slated his posibion with even greater Iramkmess, as may
te seen by reference to Lenz (372-°7) and De Weite-Seide-
mann  (vi, 263-4)}. He contended that ‘the private
yoa may remain a public nay, wnd vice-versa.’ And at
his conference with Hessian councillors at FEisenach in
July, 1540, he laid it down as a working principle that
a good, dhumping lte is  justifiable when told for $ho
benrfit of 1he * Beformed ’ religion. I What wonld it
matter,! wadd the, ‘even il one should, for #ome
greater good, and for the sake of the Christian Chureh,
come  oul with a good plump lie’ (' eine gute wstarke
Lmege ') ?  Ilere is the real origin of an immoral prin-
ciple that fs 8ay after day lard to the charge of the
Catholic  Church—which  wholiy repudiates and  abhors
i{1—hy well-meaning enthusiasts whose limited acquaint-
ance witli Reformation  hterature leawes them in blisse
ful 1gnorance of its real soaree,

*

Chambers’ * Book of Days’ (vol. 1, p. G69) tells
how, at a later date, the Calvinstic clergy of Prussia
surpassed Luther and his fellow-Doctors of Divinity by
formally authonsing Frederie William 110 10 have qpite
a littie harem  of * three wives al the same time—
Flizgheth of Brunswich, the Princess of Hesse, and the
Clountess ot Kohiol  The aufhorisation granted hy the
divines was,” says Chamhers, ‘ hke ithat of Luther and
Ing brethren, founded on the principie that it was better
tocontract an dlegal marnage than (o pursue habitual-
ly a course of mmmorality and error.’ ¢ Strange  as
the facts appear,’ says the same writer, ¢ they are per-
feetly authentic.”  The untutored savages in the heart
of the Dark Contment can therefore plea) high * Re-
formod ' authority bovh for their simultancous  and
thetr *landem * polygamy—alias, divorce. Some thirty
years ago a naturalist i Mediord {Massachusetts) acci-
dentally let a few eggs of the g¥psy moth pget out of
his conirol  The crealure is now am expensive and
dreaded pest in the 0ld Bay State, and peaple  woukd
give mueh toobe 1d of it The prneimples affecting the
marriage 41el it were turned loose at the Reformation
have, 1 an analogous way, produced the swarm of do-
mestic and wocial evls that crcle aroend ihe divoree-
il Tho growth of these calamitous ills 13me mere
freak or *hyeak ' of our time It is the natwral, fore-
soen, «nd nevitable ontcome of the tampering with the
vrly and andissolubility ot the marriage boond  woth
whielh the Reformathon Loth in Germany and in Sng-
land was ushered in. The Catholic Church still remains
whatt she has ever heen, the real bulwark of domestic
life, the fearless defender of woman’s best and  most
sacred rights.
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