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THE BULL OF POPE ADRIAN,

_‘_—_—.—.
( Conoluded.)

V.—In the Remonstrance addressed by the Irish princes and
people to Joha XXII., about the year 1313, repeated mention is
made of the Bull of Adrian. But shen it is oaly cited thersasa
conelusive argnment ad keminew against the English traducers of
our nation : “Lest the hitter and venemous calumnies of the Eing-
lish, and their unjust and nnfounded atticks upon us and all who
Bupport our rights, may in any degree influenc: the mind of yonr
Holiness.,” The Bull of Adrian IV, was published by the Eaglish,
and get forth by them as the charter-deed of their rule in Ireland,
yeb they viclated in a most flagrant minner all the conditions of
that Papat grant, The Irish princes and pesple in self-defence had
now ma le over the sovereiznty of the istand to Edward de Bruce,
brother of the Scottish Xing ; they style him their adopted monarch,
and they pray the Pope to give a formal sanction to their pr czed-
ings. Thus throughoat the whole Remonstrance the Ball of Adrian
is nsed a3 4 telling argument against the injustice of the invaders,
and az a precedent which John XXII might justly follow in sanc-
tioning the transfer of the Irish Crown to Bdward Brace. Batin
all thig the historian will find no grounds for asserting the genaine-
ness of the supposed Bulls of Adrian aud Alexander. We will jost
Dow gee that at this very time the Irish people universally regard
these Bulls as spurions inveations of their Eoglish evemies,

VI, —Baronius, the eminent ecclesiastical historian, inserts in his
invaluable Annaiz the Bull of Adriau JV “ from a Vatican Manu-
gcript.”  This is the sixth argument advanced by Mr, 0’Callaghan.

1t is Dot my intention to question in any way the services ren-
dered by Cardinal Baronius to the cause of our Chureh Higtory ; but
at the same time no one will deny that considerable progress has
been made in historical research during the past three hundred and
fifty years, and many documents are now set aside whiel wers then
nceepted as unguestioned on the supposal relible anthority of pre-
ceding chroniclers,

In the present instance we ara not left in doubt as to the sonres
whenee Baronius derived hisinformation regarding Adrian’s sy pposed
Bull, During my stay in Roma I took occasivn 1o inquire whether
the MSS, of the eminent annalist, which are happily preservad,
fndicated the special ¢ Vatican Maanscript ** referred toin his printed
text, and I was informed by the learned archivist of the Vatican, Mon-
gignor Theiner, who i3 at present engaged in giving a new edition,
and contiuning the great work of Barourus, that the Usdex Vaticanus
refurred to is 2 M. copy of the Hislory of Matthew Paris, which is
preserved in the Vatican Library. Thos it is the testimony of
Matthew Paris alone that here confronts us iz the pages of Baronius,
aud no new argument can he takea from the words of the eminent
anoa ist,  lelying on the same high autboiity, I am happy to state
that n where in the private archives or among the private papers of
the Yaticav or among the Resgesta, which Jaffu's researches have made
so famouy, ur in the various indices of the Pontifical Letters, can a
single trace be found of the supposed Bulls of Adrian 1V, and Alex.
ander III,

VI!.—The last argument advanced by Mr, 0’Calaghan will not,
detain us long. The insertion or omission of such ancie.t records in
the Bullarium s a matter that depends wholly un the critical skill uf
the editor, Curious encugh. in vne edition ot the Bullarium as may
be seen in the references of Dr, Lanigan, Adrian’s Bull 1s inserted,
whilet no mentivn is made of that of Alexander; in another edition,
howesver, the Bull of Alexander is given in fali, whilst the Buall of
Adrian is omitied. We may weil leave our opponenis to settle this
maticr with the conflicting editors of the Buliarium. They, pro-
bably like Baionius, merely copied the Bull of Adrian from Matihew
Duaris, and erred in doing s0.  Labbé,in bis magnifi:ent edition of the
Couucily, aiso publishes Adrisn’s Bull ; bot then he expressly tells us
that i 15 copled fiom the works of Matthew baris

We huve thue, as far as the limits of this ardele will allow, ox-
amined in detail the var ous argnments which support the gengine-
ners of ihe supposed Bull, a d now it only ramains for us ta conglada
ihat there are vo sufficient grounds for ac:epting that document as
the genuine work of Pope Adrian,

Indced the Irish nation at all t mes, as if instinetively, shrunk
Trom accepting it ua geniine, snd unhesibatizgly pronounuced it an
Anglo-Notawan forgery. We bave already reen how even Giraidus
Cambrnsis refers to tue dunbts which had arisen regardiug the Ball
cf rope Alexauder; bot we have at hand still more conefnsive evi-
denes thal Adriau's Bull was universally rejected by our people.
There is, bappuy, preserved in the Bacberini archives, in kome, a
ALS, of the fourte=nih century conlaining a te.ies of oficial papars
connee'ed with the Puntificate of Juhu XX1L, and smoogse thewm is
a letter from the Lord Justiciary and the B -yl Conneil of freland
forwarded to Rome under the Royal Seal, and presented +o His Holi-
ness by William of Nottingiiam, Usnon und Precentor of 8, Patrick’s
Ca hedral, Dublio, about ihe year 1323, In this important, bat
hitheito mnnoticed, docnmeant the Irsh are uceused of very maoy
crimes, among woich is insidiously iutroduced the rejection of the sup-
posed Bull : ¢ Moreover, they assert that the King of Englaud under
Tals: preteaces and by filw Bulis obtined the dominion of Ireland,
and thig opinion is commenly beld by them,”—*% Asserentes ctiam
Dominwm Regem Angline ex jalsa suggestione ot ex falsis Bullis
tervam Hiberniae in dominium lmpetrasse ac communiter hac
tepentes.” This national tradition was preserved nnbroken through-
oat the tarmoil of the fif centh and sixteenth centuries ; and on tho
revival of our historical literature, in the beginning of the sgven-
teenth century, it was registered in ths pages of Lynch, Stephen
While, and other writers,

It will be well also, whilst forming our jndgmeat regarding this
supposed Bull of Adrian, to hold in mind the disturbed state of
society, especially in ltaly, at the time to which it refers. A6 the
present day it wonld be nu essy matter indeed for such a forgery to
survive mote thano a few weeks, But at the close of the Twelfth
Century it was far otherwise. Owing to the constant revolutions
and disturb ces that then prevailed, the Pontiff was oftentimes

obliged to fiy from city to city ; frequently his papers wera seized
and borned, and he himself detnined as & hostage or & piisoner by
his enemies, Hence it is that several forged Bulls, examples of
which are given in Cambrensis Feersus, date from these times, More
than one of the grants made to the Norman families are now bslieved
to rest on such forgeries ; and that the Anglo-Normsn adventurers in
Irelani were not atrangers to such deeds of darkness, appenrs from
the fact that a matrix for forzieg the Papal Seal of such Bulls, now
preserved in the B, I. Academy, was foand a few years ago i1 the
tuing of onc of the earliest Angly-Norman monastiries found:d by
De Conrey. -

The circumsiances of the publication of the Bull by Heory
were surely nob cilculated to disarm suspicion, ~Our opponents do
not even pretend that it was made knowa ia Irsland till the year
1175, and heace, thongh publicly grinted with solemn investiturs, as
John of Balisbury's testimony would imply, and toough its resord
wag depogited in the public archives of the kingdom, this Bull, so
vital to ths interests of the Irish Chureh, shonld hive remiine | dur-
waant for twenty years, unnoticed in Roms, unnocticel by H-mry's
courtiers, still more. unnoticed by the Irish Bishops, and,  wilt add,
unnoticed by the Contineutal Sivereigns so jealous of the pawer and
preponderance of the Eunglish monavch. For such sappositions there
18 no parallel in the whole history of investitures,

It is seldom, too, that the hand of the impostor may not be
detected in some af least of the minor details of the spurious ducne
ment, In the present instance more than ene ancisnt M3, preservea
the concluding formula of the Bull, Datum Romas, * Dated from
Rome, Now, this simple formula would suffice of itseif to prove tha
whole Bail to be a forgery, Befote the news of the el :ction of Pope
Adrian to the Chair of St Peter conld reach Hngland, that Pontiff
was obliged to seek for safety in flight from his capital, Rome was
in revolt, and Arnold of Brescia sought to renew there a spectre of
the oll Pagan Republic. John of Balisbury, in his Pelyorations,
faithfully attests that on hia arrival in Italy the Papal Uourt was
held not in Rome bat in Beneveatom ; it wasin thia city he presented
to Pope Adrian the congratulations of; Henry I, and he mentiots his
sojonrn there during the three montha that he remained in Italy., This
is further confirmed by the Italian chronicles, Baronius saw the
inconsistency of the formuls, Datum Romae, with the date 1155, and
hence, in his Annals he entered Adrian's Bull under the year 115%;
but if this dale be correct, surely then that Bull could not have been
brought to Henry by John of Balisbury, and the paasage of the
Metalegicus referring to it must at ooce be admitted a forgery,
Other historians have been equally puszled to find a year for this
supposed Bull. For instance, O'Halluran,in his History of Ireland,
whilst admitting that the Irish people always regarded the Bull asa
forgery, refers ius date to the year 1167, that ig, eight years after the
death of Pope Adiian IV, :

There ia only one sther reflection with which I wish to detain the
reader. The condiion of our country and the relations between Ircland
and the English King, which are s:t forth in the supposed Bull, are
precisely those of the year 1172 ; but it woald buve required more than
prophetic vision to haveanticipated them in 1155. In 1155 Ireland was
not in astate of tnrmoil, or verging towards barbarism: oa the contrary
it was rapidly progiessing and renewing its claim to reiigious and
moral pre-eminence, I willadd that Pope Adrian, who had studied
under Irish masters, knew well this flrurishing condition of our
country. In 1172, however, n sad change had come over
our island. Foor years of continval warfare, and the ravages
of the Anglo-Norman filibusterers, since their first landing
in 1168, had well-nigh reduced Ireland to a state of barbarism ; and
tho sutheutic letters of Alexander IiL, in 1172, faithfully describe
its most deplorab’e condition, Moreover, an expedition of Henry to
Ireland, which would not be an invasion, and yet would merit the
homage ef the Irish princes, was simply animpossibility in 1155,
But owing to the special circumstances of the kingdom, such in
reality was the expedition of Henry in 1172. Ha set oat for Ireland
nut avowe 1ly to invade an i conquer it, but 10 czrb the insolence aud
to punish the deeds of pillags of his own Norman freebouters. Hence,
during his stay ia Ireland he fought no battle an 1 mads no conguest ;
his firast messures of severity were directed aguinst some of the mo ¢
lawless of tha early Norman adventurers, aud thia more than auny.
thing el4s reponciled the native princes to his military display, Ia
return he received from the majority of vhe Irish caieftains the empty
title of Awrd-righ, or 4 Head Bovereign,” which did not sappose any
conquest on hig part, and did not invol ve aay sucrrender of thair own
heredi'ary rights, Sach a state of things conld aut have heen imag-
ined in 1155 ; and yet it is one which is implird {a the spurions Bull
of the much maligned Pontiff, Adrian the Fourth,

< Defeat i3 cxasperating the unti-Catholic party in Belggim.
That right to freedoin of opinion which they are always claiming for
themselves ther are at present deaying to the majority of their
follow-covntrymen, Toleration isa virtne to be prastised by “their
opponeats, but not by thems:lves. [n Brossels moibs have beesn as-
sembling before the Chamber of Duputies for the purpose of intimi-
datiog tne Government, and Minisc rs have bzen insultzd as they
walked through the streets, Such is the self-resteaiut of Cone
tinental infi letity.— Nation, Angust 23,

The Very Rev. Abbe Hogau, of Paris, sailel oa- the 16th Aagust,
from Liverpo.l on the Guion Bteamer Alaska for New York., 'Fou
Ahbe has been for {wenty-five years one of the directors of the Gran.l
Semipgire at Paris, Fatber Hogan is one of the bast knowa priws s
in this couniry who has never visited it. His name ia hald in beue-
diction by the hundreds of priests through mt the whoile Awmsicsn
Coutinent, who have beea pupils of his at St. Salpica, Heis now vn
his way to Boston to take charge of the mew Sulpician S:minary,
recently established for the use of the Archdissese of Bision, Tha
Beminary will be opened on the 220d of Siptember by Archbishup
Williams, It i3 situated in Brighton, and will be under the direetivn
of the priests of the Uongregation of Bt, SBulpice, In our next issue
will ba printed the address, presented to the Very Rev. Abbe by the
priests of Paris, previons to kis departure from thab city .—Bilet,



