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In the Remonstrance addressed by the Irish princes andpeople to John XXII., about the year 1313, repeated mention ismade of theBull of Adrian. But then it is oaly cited there as aconclusiveargument ail ltomhiem. against the English traducersofournation:"Lestthe hitter and veuemouscalumnie3 of the Eng-lish,and their unjust and unfounded attacks uponus andall who

supportour rights, may in any degree influenc? the mind of your
Holiness." The Bull of Adrian IV. was publishedby theEnglish,
andset forthby them as the charter-deed of their rule inIreland,
yet they violatedin a mo3t flagrant minner all the conditious ofthatPapal grant. The Irish princes and pc >ple in self-defence hadnowma leover the sovereignty of the island to Edward de Bruce,
brotherof the Scottish King; they style himtheir adoptedmonarch,
and they pray thePope to give a formal sanction to their priceed-ings. Thus throughout tae whole Remonstrance theBull of Adrianis used as a telling argument against the injustice of the invaders,
andas a precedent which John XXII might justly follow insanc-tioning the transfer of the Irish Crown to Edward Bruce. Butinall this thehistorian will find no grounds for asserting the genuine-ness of the supposedBulls of Adrian aud Alexander. We will justnowsee thatat this very time the Irish people universally regardthese Bulls as spurious inventionsof their English enemies.

°
VI.— Baronius, the eminent ecclesiastical historian, inserts in hisinvaluable Annals the Bull of Adrian IV"

from a Vatican Manu-script." This is thesixth argumentadvanced by Mr,O'Callaghan.
Itis notmy intention toquestion inany way the services ren-deredby CardinalBaronius to the causeof our Church History;butat the same time no one will deny that considerable progress has

been made in historical research during thepast threehundredandfifty years,and many documents are now set aside which were thenaccepted asunquestionedon the supposed relitble authority of pre-ceding chroniclers.
In the present instance wearenot left indoubta9to the sourcewhence Baronius derivedhis informationregarding Adrian'ssupposedBull. During my stay in RomeItook occasion to inquire whether

the MSS. of the eminent annalist, which are happily preserved,indicated the special"VaticanMaauscript" referred toinhis printedtext, andIwa9informed by the learned archivist of the Vatican,Mon-signor Tbeiner,who is at present engaged iv giving anew edition,
and continuing the great workofBarouius, that the CodexVaticanusreferred to is a MS. c}py of the History of MatthewParis, whichispreserved in the Vatican Library, Thus it is the testimony of
Matthew Paris alone thathere confronts us in thepages ofBaronius,andnonewargument can he taken from the words of the eminent
aunaist. llelying on the samehigh autboiity, lam happy tostatetbatn where in theprivatearchives or amoDg theprivatepapers ofthe Vaticauor amongtheRcsgesta,whichJaftVsresearches havemade
so famous, or iv the various indices of the Pontifical Letters,can asi-igle tracebe found of the supposedBulls of Adrian IV.and Alex-
ander111.

Vll.— The last argument advanced by Mr. O'Calaghan willnot.detainus long. The insertion or omission of such ancieut reorda in*
the Bullariuni is a matter thatdepends wholly on the criticalskill of
the editor. Curious enough, inoneedition ot theBtdlarhimas may
be seen in thereferences of Dr. Lanigan, Adrian's Bull is inserted,
whilbt no mentiou is made of that of Alexander;inauother edition,
howe\ er, tbe Bull of Alexander is givenin full, whilsc the Bull ofAdrianis omitied. We may well leave our opponents to settle this
matter with the conflicting editors of the Bullariuni. They, pro-b.ibly likeBaioniue, merely copied theBullof Adrianfrom MatthewParis, anderred in doing so. Labbe.inhis magnifijent editionoftheCouncils,also publishesAdri&n's Bull;but then he expressly tells usthat it iscopied fiorn the worksof Matthew fari->.

We h.ive thus, as far as the limits of this aniole will allow,ox-amiiifd indetail the var ous arguments which support the genuine-
ness of the supposed Bull, a idnow itonlyremains for us to conclude
that thereare nosufficient grounds for acjepting that documcut as
the genuine workof Pope Adrian.

Indeed the Iri^hnation at all t mes,as if in&tinctively, shrunk
from acceptingitas genuine, and unhesitatingly proaouueed itan
Anglo-Norman forgeiy. We have already t-een how even GriM.l-.lm
o'aaibn.nsis refers to tue doubts whica hadarisen rogardiug tneBall
cf fope Alexander;but wehave at hml still more conclusive evi-deuco that Adriau's Bull was universally rejected by our people.
There is. happily, preserved iv the Barbermi archives, in home,aMS.of the fourteenth century containing a te.ies of official papers
conneced with thePontificateof JohnXXtL, andamongsc themis
a letter from the Lord Justiciary and the ii yilCouncil of Ireland
forwaided toRome under theRoyal Seal,and presentedto His Holi-
nessby William of Nottingham,Canon and Precentor of Sh.Patrick'sCahedral, Dubliu, about the year 1325. In this important, buthitheito unnoticed, document the Irish arj acjused of very manycrimes,amongwuichis insidiously iutroiluced therejectionofthe sup-posed Bull:"'Moreover,they assert thattheKing of ifinglaud under
talsjpretences andby f tUe Bulls obtlined the dominion of Ireland,
and this opinion is commonly held by iheru,"— "

AsserentesetiamDomimimRegan Angliae ex falsa suggestions et ex fahis Btdlte
terrain Hibrrniae in dominiwn iuipctrasse ao commiiniter hoc
tenentes." This national tradition was preservedunbroken through-
out the turmoil of the fif eenth and sixteenth centuries;andon the
revivalof our historical literature, in the beginning of the seven-
teenth century, it was registered in the pages of Lynch, Stephen
White, aiid other writtrs.

Itwill be well also, whilst forming our judgment regarding this
supposedBull of Adrian, to hold in mind thd disturbed state of
society, especially in Italy, at the time to which itrefers. At the
present day it wouldbe no easy matter indeed for such a forgery tosurvive moie than a few weeks. But at the close of the TwelfthCentury it was far otherwise. O»ving to the constant revolutionsand disturb ces that then prevailed, the Pontiff was oftentimes

-mi Defeat is exasperating the anti-Catholic party in Belguiru.
Thatright to freedom of opinionwhich theyare always claiming for
themselves they are at present denying to the majority of theirfellow-ountrymen. Toleration is a virtue to be practised by thuir
opponents,but not by themselves. Ia Brussels nubs have been as*sembling before the Chamber of Deputies for the purpose of iutimi-dating the Government, and Minist- ra have baen iuuulted as thej
walked through the street*. Such is the sjlf-restraint of Con-
tinental infi ielity.

—
Nation,August 23.

The VeryKey.Abbe Hogau,of Paris, saile.i oa the16th August,from Liverpojl on the Guion Steamer Alaska for New York. Taa
Abbs has been for twenty-five yearsoneof thedirectors of theGrandSfiminaire at Paris. Father Hoganis one of the bjst known pries s
in this country whohas nevervisitedit. His nameia hold iv beuj-
diction by thehundreds of priests through jut the whjle AmsiicauCoutinent, who havebjenpupils of his at tit. Salpice. He is vow oahi8 way to Boston to take charge of the new Sulpiciau Sjmimry,
recently establishedfor tho use of tnc Arclidijcese of B>su>n. TheSeminary will be openedon the22nd of September by Archbishop
Williams. Itis situatedin Brighton, and will be under the directionof the priestsof the Congregationof Ss. Sulpice. Inournext issuewill be printed the address,presented to the VeryRev. Abbeby thepriestsofParis, previousto hisdeparturefromthatcity.— Pilot.
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THE BULL OF POPE ADRIAN. obliged to fly from city tocity:frequently his papers were seized
and burned, and he himself detained as a hostageor a piisonerby
his enemies. Hence it is that several forged Bulls, examples of
whicharegiveninCambremisBversus, date from these times. More
thanoneof thegrantsmade to theNorman families arenowbelieved
torest onsuch forgeries;and that the Anglo-Normanadventurersia
Ireland werenot strangers tosuch deeds of darkness, appears from
the fact that amatrix for forging the PapalSeal oE such Bulls, nowpreservedin the R.I.Academy, was founda few years ago ii the
rains of oueof the earliest Anglj-Norman monasteries foundid by
De Courcy.

The circumstances of the publication of the Bull by Honry
weresurely not calculated to disarm suspicion. *Our opponents do
not even preteni that it was madeknownin Ireland till theyear
1175. andhence, thoughpublicly grmted withsolemn investiture, asJohnof Salisbury's testimony would imply, and taough it3 reoordwasdepositedin the public archives of the kingdom, this Bali, so
vital to the interests of the Iri3U Church, should h*veremu.'iet dor-
mant for twenty yeats, unnoticed in Rome, unnotice i by H-snry's
courtiers, still more, unnoticedby the Irish Bishops, and,Iwilladd,
unnoticedby the Continental Sovereigns so je»lous of tho power and
preponderanceof the English monarch. For such suppositionsthere
is noparallelin the wholehistory of investitures.It is seldom, too, that the hand of the impostor may not be
detectedin someat least of theminor details of the spurious docu-
ment. In thepresent instance more thaneneancient MS. preserves
the concluding formula of the Ball, Datum Romae, "Dated from
Rome. Now, this simple formula wouldsuffice of itself to prove the
whole Bull tobe a forgery. Beforethe newsof theel.-ctiou of Pope
Adrian to the Chair of St. Peter could reach England, that Pontiff
wasobliged toseek for safety in flight fromhis capital. Rome was
inrevolt, and Arnold of Brescia sought torenew thereaspectre of
the old Pagan Republic. John of Salisbury, in his Polycratieitg,
faithfully attests that on his arrival in Italy the Papal Court was
heldnot inRome but inBeneTentum ;itwasin thiscity he presented
to Pope Adrian the congratulationsof;Heary11., andhe mentions his
sojourn thereduring the threemonths thatheremained inItaly. This
is further confirmed by the Italian chronicles. Baronius saw theinconsistency of the formula,DatumRomae, with the date1155,andhence,in his Annals he entered Adrian's Bull under the year 1159;
but if this datebe correct, surely then thatBullcould not havebeen
brought to Henry by John of Salisbury, and the passage of the
Metalogious referring to it must at once be admitted a forgery.
Otherhistorians have been equally puzzled to find a year for this
supposedBull. For instance, O'Halloian,in his History of Ireland,
whilst admitting that the Irishpeoplealwaysregarded the Bull a9a
forgery, refers its date to theyear1167, that is,eightyears after the
deathof PopeAdiian IV.

There is only oneotherreflection with wliich Iwishtodetain the
reader. Theconditionofour countryand therelations betweenIreland
and theEnglish King, which areset forth in the supposed Bull, areprecisely thoseof theyear 1172;butit wouldhaverequiredmore thanpropheticvision iohaveanticipated themin1155. In1155 Ireland wasnot inastateof turmoil,or vergingtowardsbarbarism:on thecontrary
it wasrapidly progiessing and reuewing its claim to reiigious and
m>ral pre-eminence. Iwillaid that PopeAdrian,who had studied
nnder Irish masters, knew well this fijurisning condition of our
country. In 1172, however, a sad change had come over
our island. Four years of continual warfare, and the ravages
of the Anglo-Norman filibusterers, since their first landing
ia1168, had well-nigh reduced Ireland toa stateof barbarism;and
tho autheutic letters of Alexander 111., in 1172, faithfully describe
its most deplorablecondition. Moreover,anexpeditionof Henry toIreland, which wouldnot be an invasion, and yet would merit tho
homage ©f the Irish princes, was simply animpossibility in 1155.But owing to the special circumstances of the kingdom, such in
reality was the expeditionof Henryin 1172. He set out for Irelandnot avoweily toinvadean1conquer it,but to curb the insolence aud
to punish the deeds of pillage of his ownNorman freebooters. Hence,
during his stay in Irelandhe foughtnobattleani made uoconquest;his first measuresof severity were directed ag»inst someof the mo tlawless of the earlyNorman adventurers, and tbis more than auy-
thing elso reconciled the nativeprinces to his military display. Ia
return he received from themajority of theIrishchieftains theemptytitle of Ard-righ,or"Head Sovereign," which didnot suppose any
conquest onhis part, anddid not involve any surreuderof their ownhereditaryright9. Such a stateof thingj could nut have been imag-
inedin 1155 ;andyet itis onewhichis implied in the spurious Bull
of the much maligned Pontiff,Adrian theFourth.
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