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An Objectionable Text Book
- -

When the Education Sub.Committee
of the Catholic Federation met on Mon-
day evening attention was directed 1o
4 selection in one of the text books pre-
t?ﬂrlhed for the University Senior Exam-
ination this year, and which is at pre-
gent in use in the classes in our Cath-
olic colleges and high scheols preparing
for that examination. The book in
question is entitled “Selections from Car-
Iyle,” edited py Elizabeth Lee, and it
forms one of the series known as “Bell's
English Texts dfor Secondary Schools,”
used jn the English Literature course.
The particular selection to which objec-
tion is most justly made is entitled
“Martin Luther,” and it is taken from
Carlyle’s well-known book ‘“Heroes and
Hero-Worghip."

This extract on Martin Luther does not
contain all the most objectionable pas-
sages in Carlyle's deification of the apos.-
tate and foul-mouthed monk as *‘a right
Spiritual Hero ang Prophet'—were eveu
epithets more misplaced?—but that it
contains much of an objectionable na-
ture can be shown by a few quotations.
One of the first things we come across
is this pasesage: “It must have been a
blessed discovery, that of an old Latin
Bible, which he {ound in the Erfurt
Library about this time. He had never
seen the book before,” Here we have
again the old lying legend of Luther's
discovery ang translation of the FProtes-
tant Bible, which had been kept from
the people by the Churcil This story
was first related by D'Aubigne, in his
“‘History of the Protestant Reformation.”
Ite inherent improbability was so gréat
that is is surprising how it ever gained
cfedence even from Protestants, angd it
has been a subject for the scorniul com-
ment of every wellinformed writer
since Dean Maitland, the learned An-
glican writer, in his “Dark Ages,” ex-
posed (he audacious falsehood, and
D'Aubigne, by disereditable subterfuges,
tried to wriggle outl of it

How D'Aubigne could actually set it
down as history that Luther hag had
the advantage of a Catholic education,
and had studied two Yyears in the
Universify of Erfurt, where ‘““he had read
the philosphy of the Middle Ages in the
writings of Occam, Bcotus, Bonaventure.
and Thomas Agquinas,” which are per-
meated with the Scriptures, and yet as-
gert that he had not known there was
such a thing as a Bible in existence, is
one of those thinge which it is difficult
to understand, unless we believe him to
have written it deliberately, and in bad
faith, with ulferior objects. It is still
more difficult to understand how writers
with any pretence to scholarship or re-
gearch could swallow the statement and
repeat it, as Carlyle does, We can only
aocount for it on the score of the bitter
prejudice and bigotry against everything
Catholic in which the sour old Pres-
byterian cynic was reared..

As a ml;l:tur of fact it can ecasily be
proved that bugoru Luther saw the light
of day there had been printed 58 edi-

tions of the Latin Bible alone, and that

before the year of his disouwry there

hndhoanpubllahadlm angd of these 38

editions had been published in Germany.

A German translation from the Latin

{th&n the common tongue of ﬂu
rope) was printed in 1

17 years before Luther was born, and it
was republished at least 16 times, with
improvements, before TLuther’s Bible
was printed in 154. It can even be
shown that Luther plagiarised this old
German Bible in his so-called original
translation. For further information on
this subject the reader may be referred
to Archbishops Carr's chapter on “Lu-
ther and the Bible,” in “Lectures and
Replies,”” published by the Australian
Catholic Truth Society.

We have devoted so much time to ex-
posing this initial falsehood in Carlyle's
article that we must pass over other mjs-
statements with scant notice. HeTe arn
a few specimens: Describing Luther's
visit to Rome as a young man, Carlyle
says—‘He had come as to the Sacred
City, throne of God’s High Priest on

Earth; and he found it as what we
know. . . . This Rome, this scene of

— e v —

{alse priests, clothed not in the beauty
of holiness, but in far other vesture, is
false."
about ‘‘the Monk Tetzel, sent out care-
lessly in the way of trade by Leo Tenth—
who meraly wanted to gaise a little
money, and for the rest seems to have
been a Pagan rather than a Christian,
so far as he was anything—arriveg at

Wittenberg, and drove his scandalous
trade there. Luther’s flock bought in-
dulgences; in the confessional of his

church people pleaded to him that they
had got their sins pardoned.” Here we
have once more the old Protestant mis-
apprehension or distortion of the doc-
trine of indulgences. Every instructed
Catholic—even the little child who learns
its Catechism properly—knows that mor-
tal sin cannot be pardoned except through
perfect contrition or sacramental confes-
gion in the tribunal of Penance. The
doctrine of indulgences is also stated in
a2 misleading manner by the editor in
a note, which says:
Catholic Church an indulgence 3;s an
entire or partial remission of punishment
due to sin."” Of coumse,
etructed Catholic knows, indulgences
have no effect as regards the eternal
punishment due to unrepented mortal
sins. They are only of effect as regards
the temporal punishment to be suffered
in this life, or hereafter jn Purgatory,
for venial sins or the expiation still re-
maining after mortal sins have been for-
given through the BSacrament of Pen-
ance.

We could go on quoting further pas-
sages from this objectionable and wun-
truthful piece of writing which the Uni-
versity authorities have chosen to {orce
on our Catholic students, Even il Car-
lyle's statements were capable of proof,
they are injurious and insulting to Cath-
olics, and good taste would have coun-
selled the omission of such a selection
from a book intended for use by pupils
of all genominations. But in wview of
the fact that the Catholic historians,
Denifle, Jannsen, and Grisar, as well a8
a number of modern Protestant writens,
have thoroughly demolished the Luther
logend, ang shown from his own writ-
ings, and those of his Protestant con
temporaries, the true character of tahn
man, it is simply monstrous that Car-
1yle’s travesty should be thus foisted on
the rising generation. It may be pleaded
that the selection is regarded merely as
nterature, but even in that guise it
shoulq not be forced on Catholic stu-
dents. |

Some years ago “The Southern Croes”
was instrumental! in having Kingsley's
vETy objectionable work, “Westward Ho!"
removed from the text books pmurlm
for teachers in this State; ang this is

Then we are, pof course, told

“In the Roman *

as every in- ,

outrage on Catholic feeling and senti-
ment has been attempted. We find that

. In Tasmania and Western Australia, in

which Jlatter State the new University
has only just been established, Catholick
have also had to rajse objection to pas.
sages in the text books prescribed. Eter-
nal vigilance is said to be the price of
liberty; and Catholics have ever to be
on the alert to prevent such invasions
of their rights and privileges, to eay
nothing of the outrage on their beljefs
and sentiments. Universities are sup-
posed to be non-sectarian institutions,
fhough it would seem from the text
books they sometimes selpct that they
have an itching for sectanian litersture.
They are subsidiseq by the Government
from the revenue contributed by Cath-
olice and non-Catholics, and they should
be perfectly neutral in Teligious mat-
ters, and should be careful not to intro-
duce contentious matter about men like
Luther in text books prescribed either
for history or literature. If they wjsh
to prescribe such literature for Protes-
tant students, Catholic scholars should
Te allowed to take other books as an al-
ternative. It is 3 wrong thing and a
violation of Calholic conscience thal a
book containing such a selection should
enter e*%her our Catholic schools or
homes. Even jif the University authon-
ties did not insist on Catholics studying
this objectionable selection, it would
still be in the book which Catholic stu-
dents have ito handle for the senior ex-
amination, and an antidote for the pol-
son would be required. We believe that
the Catholic Federation intends to take
up the matter strongly, and we {rust
that they will do it in such a way that
there will be no recurrence of such an
intolerable scandal



