
In the course of a public debate held in Dunedjn inDecember, Mr. Bedford, M.H.R.— probably a well-mea*ibngbut certainly a somewhat inexperienced young man-made an uncalled-for and 111-ma'nnered attack upon whathe called the
'

Romish
'

Church. Among other highcrimes and misdemeanors laid to its charge was tins:that it
'

fought against Ohrist
'

when it opposedLuther' Christianity '
was credited by Mr. Bedford (as repor-ted) with the overthrow of slavery ; but ' tihe RomishChurch ' was set apart by the speaker from

'
Christian-ity '

as understock m his remarks, and the inferenceleft to be drawn by the unlearned or incautious readerof the report was tftis : that the
'

Romish
'

Church haddone nothing to achieve the emancipation of the toiler,
but that this was in some way due to the

'
Christi-anity

'
preached by Luther, and to which rhe '

Rioinisfa '
institution had played the part of anti-Christ.The obvious reply— which we gave in our issue ofDecember 22— was this : thrt the 'Christianity ' whk-hoverthrew slavery was that which was profe^ed aaidpractised by the airlflierents of the '

Romivh ' CliurchIt was (wo said) they and they alone who brol-e d*>wnthe slavery of the old pagan days We traced inbriefest terms the history of the emancipation movementj>iid then, by way of contrast and of completion of ourcontention, pointed out how Luther and other Reformersadvocated the re-infliction of slavery, which at the timeof their great leligious revolt, was non-existent inEuroinp- We also instanced the re-introductiOn of slavery
into Eh^Unid ai»Jd Scotland after the Reformation.

A LUTHERAN CLERGYMAN WRITES.
A Lutheran clergyman— Rev. Christopher fiaustad, ofHialcom.be— had his attention directed at the time t0 ourremarks. In the course of a letter to us he says :

'
Iwas asked to reply to the article, but was not able to■do so at the time.' In the course of his introductory

remarks, vunoh are '\ery lengthy and for the most partof a strongly personal natuie, he declares his inabilityto determine '
what may have be<»n the writer's objectin writing and publishing such an article.1 'It seemsreally,' says he, ' that the writer miust either be entire-ly ignorant of the historical facts lelatins to the sub-ject which he writes about, or, if not ignorant* hemust J-now that what he writes wit* regard to Lutheris false ard contrary to well-known facts.' Our rererendcorrespondent follows up this alternative imputation ofwilful and deliberate falsehood by stoutly denying thatLuther or any of the Reformers did recommend or de-fend slavery in a form and in a sense in which the termslavery is generally defined an3understood by all

'
Thefull truth

'
of the matter is (he gives us to under-stand) set forth in the following

Defence of Luther
on historical grounds, which we print in full, and which
is th» only part of his letter that is relevant to theissue between us ■'Now,, for the sake of truth, it is importaat thatwe should carefully ascertain what the real facts of thecase are, and what the proceedings and the conduct ofLuther wqre, when he was informed of the revolt of thepeasants. We know that, at the time of the Reforma-tion, some misguided persons made tiheir appearance whoreieotea the evangelical principles of the Reformationand who represented to the poorer classes that the timewas ctome to tihiiow of! the intolerable yoke imposed upon
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considered good and sufficient reasons for lying down
quietly under our remarks. Marked cop,iep of this issue
of the

'
Tablet' will be sent to Mm, to the ,Rev. Mr.

Isitt, to the
'Prohibitionist,' and to all others con-

cerned whose addresses we can discover. Our columns
are open to them for any temperate reply they may Ue-eire to make. Perhaps, even at this late hour of ttie
day, they, or some of them, may clear up the mystery
that hangs like >a

'
lecoicl

'
London fog around the un-

discovered '
Committee' and those missing '

200 Cath-
olics

'
of Wellington. AH these must have a local

habitation and a name. But if they are lost or mis-laid,stolen or strayed, it is nigh time that /those most
interested in establishing their living and objective
reality should show more charity than carelesis little
80-Peep, and tramp about to find 'em.

LUTHER AND SLAVERY

A LUTHERAN CLERGYMAN IN DEFENCE

them by tiheir rulers and civil authorities. Among these
ringleaders was the notorious Thomas Munzer. This, man
and his followers came to a miserable end. Luther,
when he heard of tjhis deplorable revolt oi the pea*-
sants, and how they had been deluded by false leaders,
was 'deeply moved, because he knew well the hard lot of
these poor pesple. Luther, as a true friend bothof the
higher and lower classes, addressed the princes, and more
especially the bishops, in the following wordsi: " It is
you who are the cause of this revolt; it is your
clamors against the Gosjpel, your guilty oppressions ofthe poor, that have driven the people to despair. It is
not tihe peasants, my dear Lorils, tkal lise up against
you, it is God Himself who opposes your madness. The
peasants are but the instruments He employs to humbleyou. Do not imagine you can escape the punishment he
is preparing for you. Even should you liave succeeded
in destroying all these peasants, GoO is able from the
very stones to i.aise up uihors to chastise your pri(de.
if Idesired revenge, Imight laugh in my sleeve, andlook on while the peasants were carrying on their work,
or even Increase their fury, but may God preserve me
from such thoughts! My dear Lords, put away your
indignation, treat these poor peasants as a man of sensetreats people who are drunk or insane. Quiet these
commotions by mildness, lest a conflagration should
arise and burn all Germany." The peasants had pre-
sentefd some articles for the consideration of the authori-ties. With regard to these articles Luther said to theprinces and bishops:

" Among these twelve articles thereare certain demands which are just and equitable.'-' Thisaddress diid conciliate the peasants' confidence in Luther.
But Luther told them, also, that tb revolt was to actlike heathens ; that the duty of Christians is to be
patient and not to fight ; that if tibey persisted in re-volting against the Gospel, he sfiould look upon them aswore dangerous enemies than the Pope. The Pope and
the Emperor," said he, "combined against me, bait themore they blustered the more did the Gospel gain
ground." Now, what happened ? The peasants^ alas,
did not follow this excellent advice of LutHer, but com-menced, as is well known from the history of thattime, to perpetrate the most horrible crimes and cruel-ties. Luther saw all this with the deepest sorrow, and
ho now felt it his sed duty to tell the priaices and civilauthorities that this rebellion of the peasants ought
not to be tolerated; that it was the duty of the rulersof the people to interfere ana" repress the rebellion.When we consider the awfrtl crimes committed by tJhe
peasants, can we wonder that Luther's language was
strong against them If the Roman ecclesiastics hadacted in the same Christian spirit and as faithfully,both
to the civilauthorities and the poor peasants, as LutHerdid, perhaps the awful catastrophe of the revolt wouldhave been prevented.'

The remainder of th*> Rev. Mr. Oaustad's letter is■beside the present issue, dealing, as it floes, withsundry
personalities, with Luther's idea oi salvation and hiswarfare against wha% our correspondent calls

' supersti-tion and unlbelief,' and with ©ur remarks on the skuvetrade, which the writer finds 'partiial and unsatisfac-
tory ' and

'
in contradiction to well-establiskodhistori-cal facts,' but on which, however, ho says he cannot atpresententer.

OUR COMMENT.
The Rev. Mr. Gaustad's case against us falls natur-ally into three chief points : (1) In the first place hedistinctly implies that our references to the subject ofLuther and slavery wore tmcalle'd-for, unprovoked, inbad taste, and against trwe charity. (2) He professesto give the

'
full truth

'
of the matter In that partof 'his Letter which we have quoted ih extenso (8)He positively affirms that neither Luther nor anyother Reformer ever recommended or defended slaveryas '

generally defined and understood by all.'
1. We are at least as dosiroirs as our reverendcorrespondent for the coming of the 'day of perfectpeace anld vnlian among people of all Christian creeds.For other men's opinions we have perfect toleration.

vtc use no harsh words against any man merely be-cause he diflers with us in religions or political faithWe artf evjer ready to deal in a friendly and inoffen-sive spirit with opinions and beliefs which wedo notRhare, and are always prepared to g,ive the hospital-ity of our columns to those who differ from us, solong as they treat us and our readers with commoncourtesy and consideration. But we have no space forlong-drawn irrelevanciesiv discussion or for Btrotarandseedless personalities in communications intended forpublioatian. In the case Mnder consideration the' Tablet,' a,s tilie Oafeholic organ, was exercising itsright and duty by repelling a wholly imorovolcetf andunjustifiable attack by the juvenile senior Member forI>unedin, who so far forgot the common courtesies ofdebate as to fling at the members of our Ancient Faith
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