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Jearned men ainong thcm to have done so. Was it because theY
fcit that Ho defence IVoIII( avail anythîing against Hleiry and
Cromnwell, that thcy allowed an Institution, wlîîcl (lotbtless
inany of theni loved, to 1)e arinilîilated withouit a blow struck if
its defence? D id tlicy covet întainy so nîlel tlat tiev * h1ave
left it to the cliance icîî of posterity to vindicate their iitqol
Or xvas it bec-ause the noblest and best among theni knew that
rio inatter '10w stainlcss they as individuals were, the moral
condition of theic onasteries iii the tiine of Henry VIII. \%as
indefensiblo 2 Why, too, wvas there such al wvidcspr.cmd attack
on monasteries at the tiinc of the ILeformai.tioji, niot on'1y I
E nglan(l but 011 the Conitinent 2 Ani \vywh aly aemf
asteries since l)een suppressed. even iii tiiose comiities NbIlil
at the time of the suppressionî renîajnied loyal to the Catbohie
faitit ? ihese are questions wvhieh te tardy delundcrs of Enghvishl
nionasteries wvi11 find it (lifficuit te ignore or to answcr.

Pope lPius IX. nmade a siguificant reinark on the suppression,
of flie Italian iomasteries in bis dax'. "IL was the devil's wsorIc
but the grood Lord îvill turn it into a blcssing, silice thecir destruc-
Lion ivas the only reforin j)oisilcl to tei'


