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Dr. Dike then stated thab 20 per
cent of the divorces were based on
adultery, 16 on crueity, 38 on de-
pertion, 4 for drunkenuess, 8 for
neglect “to provide. But he says
that = special study of 28,665 caresin
twelve different States showed that
20 per cent were directly ot indi-
rectly attributable to liquor. [n 70
counties of 12 States 68 per. cent of
the applicationa for divorce were

ranted. The duration of rarriage

fore divorce occurs is nile years.
The Doctor recommelids some unl-
forma npational scheme of divorce.
He thinks that under the preseni
system innocent parbies are de-
frauded, children rendercd illegiti-
mate, inheritance mede. uncertain,
and uctual imprisonments  for
Ligamay growing out of divorce and
re-marriage. ]

Cardiual Gibbons follows with a
scathing indictment of our divorce
gystem, which he says is destroying
marriage, breaking _heart.s, wreck-
ing homes and rulning souls. He
says the Catholic mnst angwer the
question, ““Can divorce from the
bond of inatrimouy ever beallowed??
with an emphatic No. And for this
auswer his reuson is “Thus swith the
Lord.» 'The wisdom of ghls in aht_’.

rent, he says, from the presen
sgciul condition of the United Btates.
Divorce made the first inroms into
the integrity of anclent Greece and
Rome, and in the Iatter place wo-
men were not ashamed of licentious-
ness, until finully a nation built on
family purity crumbled mbq rotten-
negs. He ealls divoree Ciiristian
polygamy and parallels it with
Mormon polygamy to theadvantage
of the latter. Here is what he says:

“Wea are filled with righteous indig-
nation at Mormonism; We brand 1t as
a national disgrace and demand its
supproession. Why? Because, forsooth,
the Mormons are polygzainistd. Do we
forget that there are two species of po-
lygamy — simuitaneous and succes-
sive? Mormons practice wifhout legal
racognition the first species; wlhile
among ng the second apeciés I8 in-
dulged in,and with the sanction of
law, by ihousands, in whose nostrils
Mormonism i8 a stench and an abomi-
nation. 'The Christian press and pul-
pit of the land denounce the Mormons
as an adulterous generation, but too
often deal very tenderly with Chrisiian
polygamists.  Why ? [s Christian po-
lygamy less odious in the B8ight of

od tlan Mormon polygamy? Among
us, 'tis true, the one is looked Upon_as
more respectable than the other. Yet
wo know thatthe Mormons, &8 a Class,
care for their wives and children;
while Christlan polygamists but too
ofton leave wretclied wives 10 starve,
glave or gin, and leave miserable child-
rena publie charge.”

He says the Catholic marriage is
grounded on Mark x, 11, 12; Luke
kvi, 18; 1 Qer. vii, 10, 11. No
divorce, but a separation, i8 granted
for adultery, with no right for either
party to marry again.

The Cardinal then gnotes from
his pamesake, the author of the
*Decline and Fall of the Roman
Empire,” to show that Jdivorce was
destructive to happiness and virtue.
He quotes also from Prof. Woolsey
and from John Taylor Coleridge,
and then says: “Divorce as we
know it began when marriige was
removel from the demand of the
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ehurch; divorce shall cease when
the old order shall be restored. Will
this ever come to pass? Perhaps so,
after many days.”

Bishop Dotler of the Episcopal
Church follows next. He reters hia
readers to the Church “Digest of
Canons,’? 1887, to the reports of dis-
cusgions in the diocesan and gener-
al conventions, and to the public
opinion of theclergy and laity. He
says divorce is very rare in his
church. It ig little wonder this is
80, if a candidate has to hunt
through all the literature the bishop
refevs tu on the subject of divorce.
By the time canons, discussious and
public opinion were searched the
prospeetive divorce seeker would be
more fi{ to grace the funeral baked
meats than the marriage festival.

The bishop seemed to feel hisown
inconsistency indwelllng on church
authority for divorce, when his
church ion’t hold marriage sacred.
Article XXV suys: ‘““Matrimony is
not to be connted for a sacrament of
the Giospel.”” Yet the first section
of eanon 13 and the “Form of Sol-
emnization” affirm that “if any
t)ersous be joined together otherwise

han as God’s Word doth allow,
their marriage is not lawful.”? The
bishop’s nrticle abounds in incon-
istencies of this kind. However,
he says that divorce is granted for
adultery, and remarriage pormitted
to the innocent party.

He also says that according to the
Inst general convention the Mo-
saic law still obtains in the chureh,
and then again he says that the do-
ing away of circumcision also does
away with the Mosaic law, For
stupidity, incoherency and opaque-
ness, the Bishop beats Duns
Bcotus himself. Butthen the Kpis-
copal is not a chiurch, Itisa Xind
of reflex of the Anglican, and the
Anglican gccording toMacaulny is a
compromise between Rome and
Calvin, between Luther and Henry
the Eighth, Properly speaking,
the Bishop is & prelata in a church
that don’t consider prelacy a divine
institution.

Col. Ingersol follows in his usual
flapdoodle style. BHis mushy senti-
meuband windy logic show them-
gelves quite prominently iu this
article. He says by way of dis-
paragement that “the early Chris-
tiang regarded prosperous people 'ng
the children of mammon, and the
unfortunate, the wretehed and the
diseased, as the favorites of (God.’”
but he cines not say wlo were the
prosperous people in fthose days.
Were they the men who gained
wealth by conquest and spoliativi,
or were they the millionaires who
got wealth by dishonesty and fraud,
and who

gpent it in libertin-
imm  and Jicentiousness? As to
regarding the sick and weakly

the favored of God, surely he would
nnt have Christians do agthe Greeks
did, and 48 some savage nations
8lill do—put the sickly and weakly
to death. Wy, the essence of
early Christlanity was its superior
llumanization, the offort to suppress
the worldly and selfish in the indi.
vidual. And that is what all the
great thinkers of today are tryingto
Ug, though they ignore much that
is at present orthodox. Lt In againet

the brutality which destroys the
sick and weak that Matthew A rnold,
Thomas Carlisle, John Ruskin, Her-
bert Bpencer and hundreds of others
have written book after book.

Col. Ingersol says a good deal
about whatf js not found inthe Bible
about family and domesticity and
so forth. The Bible gives a code of
morality wliich if observed will
Jead to education, refinement and
happiness; yet this wise philosopher
grumbles because we do not get
pictures of the homes of the apos-
tles, and scientific theories and
speculations. He might as well
grumble because God does not give
us in addition o reason and intel-.
lect, a house and lot, five acres and
amule. He says the celibacy of
the carly Christians isan indication
that marriage was despised. The fact
is celibacy was not a practice of the
early Christians. 1t firgt erginated
in8pain, and gradually extended it-
self until it prevailed all through
the Latin Lbranch of the Catholic
church. Today the two great divi-
gions of American Christians are
Protestant and Catholic, one with a
celibate priestlicod, the other a mar-
ricd priesthood. In view of the
demworalization existing in both, the
celibate is to be preferred. For in-
stance, when Father Moyganut ran
away with Mike MeDouald’s wife,
the father left no wife aud children
behind, and only one family, that of
the injured husband?’s, was ruined.
When the five' hundred preachers
in “Protestant sects, who annually
run away with other men’s wives,
do Bo, they injure double the num-
ber, viz., their own families and
these of the hughands. If they were
celibates the evil would be only one
half.

The Colonel further talks about
marriage as a civil contract, an:d yet
he wants this contract so that it can
be broken by whim or caprice. The
buying of a mule isa coutract, but
when the mule gets old or broken
one cannot demand his inoney back
from the former owuer. The Colonel
indulges in a lot of Alummery, but
after all really says nothing about
divorce. .

Every sensihle man will admib
that there are reasons in many cases
why divorce should exist, but It
should be controlled by some
governing anthority, and among
religionists by their church. If-
forie should he made to smooth
over difficulties, and tenchers
and spiritual directors might with
advantage be consulted letore the
hasty disruption of a family is
effected. In this case it is not en-
Urely what the Bible says or does
not say; it is man’s own internal in-
spiration acting in accord with the
light anid guldance of his superiors
in counsel and wisdom.

The Cardinal has 10,000,000 fol-
lowers in the United Btates. He
says divorce does not exist among
them. Bishop Potter hias a few fol-
lowers also. Divorce, he says. i8
rareamong them. Then this throws
all the divoreces among a section 0
the American people, and if the di-
vorce statistics are correct, among
this section a most extensive aystent
of polygamy and polyandry both
must prevail. Jow1O8.



