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Tt was Willy's turn new to blush,

“Oh, dou't change colors that way, man.” sud
Frank: “‘yon see we both have our secrets s and, Willy,
my dear Jellow,” said Frank taking him by the hand,
"I T have judged vour secret rightly, 1 will respect it
and be yowr friend. toe.”

{To be continued)

READINGS IN IRISH HISTORY

By “sSuanaciue.”’
POPE ADRIAN'S  ALLEGED GHRHANT OF
IRTCLANT 0y HENRBRY 1.
Much vontroversy has raged rownd the alleged Bl
ol Adrian V. Sore have stowdly detended 1w
cenuinenes: . others Tiave unhesitatingly set it down ax
a forgery. This docwment has heen used by tarnas as
aowlietstone on owhich 1o slirepen polities] axes aod as a
stalking-horse hehlnd whiely writers Iave =ereened them-
selves (o shool potaned arrows of prejudice ariinst the
Soversien Pontidis,

o a ~teck-tn-trade example ol pagml acoression,

Melirions bBloots hark back e

Fraelishmen from tine 13th to the 10 evntary looked
upoun iboas the suered sanetion o theor terferener in
the svovernment ot Dreland, ol as the claetl grouand of
It'i:ﬂll Wlecianee 1o tie Mnali=h o monarels =0 omueh s
elear From an Acr of the Dt Pariament 1o 16T

To-dav 14 s ne e boarnee o the pnlitieal velations
Letween Great Brotiu and Dreland than e spots in
the sun have on tine pviee of eeos e Lendon, Tt o= o
prrely academe watter Thus the cennmielies=s or
h}\lll'i:)l%ﬂt'\'.\ cf Addrran = Ball must e viewed .‘1“[1:&‘]]]['!'
in the lielt of dnstory e relioeus porepedive o poslinend
bias <louhi ot enter into the discussion.

Siuee aneit gt ungaestionable smeerite aeed

Tor:

eal sehotar<hiy rance themsclves on diferont sndes
the controver=yv that b artoen vl the Biil, we
cattof Jo Letier than stmiees=e Une unents tor
and awiinst e uthertieit v, These who bl o
the Bial)

Lo John of =ahi=loires seeretary G the Archibnshion

oo, odo s T the alliw s reaeoris

of Canterbury. ~tates in Lis ierado e that he e
~ent oo TIO5 by H--m'_\' Flooae ae enveny 100 Ndrian TV

Voo )

and asked o ofdamed e it mwonaeeh Uhe o o

Treland., toocthier s b an enerabd vine a- fowen ol

vestiure

S0 The Bl e o b Tovee L i The weriting s ol Lo
dus Cmbren-io0 Be_vr o0 Waendores annl Menihen
Pocis, Both o o =1 -

B0 Theve it shoeer Devters of Nexanaer P oo
firwiine she crant nade by N, s needeceewor

oW e dieve thee revorded pabine reisding off the ol
of Adrinn amd Moesaonder g o svinad of the Bimbope o
Treland belel o Warertord e 11T

Sl EO1S) Dowdenall £33N
chieftains, and the witode Jatty o freland, Torwarden
10 PU‘,)!‘ Joln NXTL o letter ol .‘!Hu-;l] dned jrrotest,
They state in the detter that Pope Adreian tendaneed by
false ropresentations cranted Treland to Heney 1100 aundd
enclose wocopy ol o Ball whielr the vontext shows was
Nedrnon =,

x‘IH\! “I}H“" I(I L= anrt

U Ciordiad Baoromins has ebadicd the Ball i hi-
Az
T The Ball = muoresver . Torand o the Ballarian.
Rencinume printed at Bome im0 1730

This, h?'ic!].\' set Torth, o= the easc 10 Gvor of the
Bull. The doliowing wre the answers 1o the above
arcuments by those who vejeet this domoent as a
Torgery

PooCardinat Moran. W B Morvis. BellesLieim, hold
that the wards iinpulml Lo ol of =alslroey, anel ool
i the bast chapter of e hook, are “Ul-‘ih'i!'l uf the

(_\g-j;_r“g;d__ anl were inserteo bevoa Lt Dol becantns=e
(i) They mteriere with the continmitity of the Dass e
in which they vecar: () they are out of place i a
work dealing with questions of Josie (o) ane voutain
expressions that beteay the hand of the torcer. I

later life, when John of Salisbury fell inte disfavor with
Heury and complained of the many good services he
had rendered the king, he did not mention having
obfained the grant of Ireland though one would imagine
it would have been much to his purpose to have done so.
Moreover, if, as John of Halishury is alleged to say,
Henry received the grant of Ireland in 1155, why did
ihe king keep it a secret for 20 years—{rom 1155 to
1tiat 1t cannot be pleaded that opportune occasions
for mentioning aud producing the Bull did not arise
Lefore 1175, Why did e not produce it, if he had it,
when he permitted his vassals to juin Dermot Mac-
Morvogh in the iuvasion of Treland in 11697 Why was
it uot produced at the syvod of the Trish bisheps al
Cashel, presided over by the papal legate n 11727
A document so vital to the wmterests of the [rish Church
shoutd have been mentioned. if it existed. Why was
no mention made of the Bull when MHenry solicited
and received i person the homage of the Irvish bishops
and chiefs at Dobhin? It s ne use (o zay that the
state policy of Heury T enjoined silence, for s agent,
Johu ol salishury, proclaimed the existence of the Bull
to tie world in 1154, [low, then, explain {his re-
markable stlence of Menry revarding the existence of
the Ball ! Hevee, from external as well ax internal
evidener, learned historians conelude that this passage
attvihuted to John of Salishury 15 an interpolation or
in-ertion by sonte later hand, ])l'()l);lbl_v not made 1!
many vears after the Arst Anglo-Norman invasion of
[redand .

Reply to the second argument that Giraldus, a
cantenporary witness, vives jn fudl the Boll of Adrian
IV and powhere betravs the slightest doubt ax to ils

SO s It was  nat titl nanry vears after the
death of Advian that Giraldns entered on the stage of
[l history, Ie visited Treland on two occasions,
fir-t 1 F1ES as Prinee Juhis secretury. e was, there-
Lare, the special court correspondent with the mvading
oy e wrote two hooks on Lreland, The {'opo-

rveploy and i (st <tonf Doelerud . T (‘HH_’!NL\f
wf e ey Justly be sand te lueve been wrilten to
crelers Henee, as somadter of course, Giraldus adopted
deovernine any docment set Yorth as such by his royal
master soaned iy statements to strencthen the clatims
o poromote the tnterests of the Welsh adventurers were
et lively to L too nicely weiehed in the seales ol
mo by sk

[

; an historvian,  In their prefaces o
the collected works of Giraldus u the Rolls Series,

rewer s Domack both vecounise this special feature
of hile Bistorical  works, The officind catalogue de-
sovilitnge Tl Ciiigeest i rdhind expressly sy

Tonast be vecnrded rathin as a0 great epre than as o
socver relation of Tacts occurring o us own days, No
e vEn perieee i withoul comine to the conclusion that
it o= rther a poetical fietion than a prasaie, trathful
b=ty lu the preface to Ale Gfth velume of (he
Histerteal treatize  of  Giraldus, the  learmed editor,
Ditnecle, thus concinedes his erviticism of 70 f’-uur.,nirr'\'f
nf Feitaied ‘T think 1 huve sad evough o justify
pne in refusing to aecept Giraldus's history of the Trish
and of their Fnelish mvaders, as sober, truthiul his-
Ly, Doveck next quotes with approbation Brewer's
statement that The Fonguest s in great measure rather
a opeetieal fietion than o presaie, truthind histore”

Trois =afticient to =av 1u regard 1o the other writers
mentioned as witnesses 1w suppoert of the Bull that they
ondy incidentally ke relerence to frish matters, and
1 Fioe 1}“-)» nA;{in;;]ll_\' (-11011;}1 take Giraldus as their
'_‘l][lll'.

Creitieism of the thivd argument in favor of the
Bl 4 0= quite troe that we have some letters of
Alexander 1L connected with  the  Jrislh invaston.
Three of these written 1 1172 are cerfamly authentic.
They are fownd 1 Advee Seqeeortds and are printed in

Morne. It wust be horne v owined, however, {hat
wone of these three letters contains any diveet confirma-
tion of Advian’s supposed grant of Treland So far,

therefore, e these letters  from corvoborating  the
cenuineness . ol Adrian’s Bull that they {furnish an
unnswoerable argument for whoelly setting it aside as
eronndless amd vnanthentic, They are entively de-
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