g
5
-~

T A R

(ol

485 Ribots work is i sertod in the Spec

{or Namuceo, who lived towards the end of
the thirteenth eentury, and Libertus de

The Cavmelite Vevtew,

Beka, who lived at the beginning of the |

fourte nth,  OF these, de Sanvieo wrote on
the multiplication of the Orderin the East,
aud the subsequent destrucetion of the mons

astevies there, and De Beka, or Debekes
sseen the work, mueh less the writer in the

treatdof the Carmelite Rule, Ribot's work

hasnothing original in it. Tt is amere coms

pilation, B treats of the institution of the
Order,of its gradual advanee, of its history

Tu Palestine, of its transterence to Enrope,

ot its Rule, of the proper shape and  mean-
Ing of the habit. of the ofeial privileges
devived from varions Popes,
not aoword in it of what we may eall the
devotional side of the Carmelite Rule, of

But there is |

Carme’ite confraternities, any more than in !
the writers from which it is derived,  St. !

Nimon Stoek s, as far as we have seen, no-
where mentioned inits pages,  Ftis simply
adry reeord of historieal facts or diseussion
of the various Jaws and eustoms pertaining
to the Order,  "To have dragged in the ap-
parition would have bhecn as mueh ont of
place in Ribot's work (5 as in that of
Thomas of Walden,

o Our thivd author, whoss silenee is
eonclusive @
Chimlensis, who, we suppose, is to be
identified with the Joannes Chimetensis of
M. Launoy,

1

Hnst the Seapular, is Joannes

But who was Joannes Chimes

the authors, Henes there is no more reason
why John of Metz should tell the story than
Philip of Catalonia, or any other of those
who wrote the history of the Carmelite
Order, or the account of its oficial privie
leges, (6.

It seems that Launoy never eould have

Cutholic: Dictionsery, Yot the latter does
not hesitate to diseredit an author whose
work is elearly unknown to him,  Chines
lensis = the imaginary Chimelensis -was the
anthor of ** two hooks speeially designed to
glorify the Order* We must protest
against the groundless insinuation against
the good Carmelite, which we read hetwern
the lines, I the motive attributed to a
writeris = to glorify the Order® to which
he belongs, the grounds of our eontidenee in
him are eut away from under our feet, it

Dimiplies to suehan one the interests of truth

tensis 2 We are sorry ty disparage the |
"the tirst time by Father John Cheron, when

wondertul learning ™ of M, Launoy, but
arter many inguiries we are driven to the
emelusion that the writer whom he ealls
doannes Chimelensis, is none other but
doannes de Ciminetho, who lived in 1335,
and belonged to the eonvent at Metz, and
therefore bhove the name of Metopsis, M,
Launoy apparently muddles up the two
ninmes,
tollows him blindly, except that it intro-
due s the additional inacearacey of ¢hanging
his name to Chimelensis,  Now, when we
turn to the aceount of the work of this
doannes de Ciminetho in the Speenlum -
mclitaarm, we find that it is a brief history
ar the Order, and s:ems to Mere repes
tition in another form of the facts given by
Ribot and other carly Carmelite write
The editor of the Speealum gives as his

"The Catholic Dictionary, as usnal,

reason for not inserting it, that all that is | .

contained in it has been given already by

m Care

melitanum of Fathes Daniel, pars i p

are secondary to the glorification of the
body of which he isamember, Tt implies
that if the story about which he is silent had
not been utterly unknown in his day, he
would have thrast it, pefos of wcfus, into
his book., We now eome to the positive
evidenee in favor of the apparition, evi-
denes whieh establishes its authenticity by
proof so irrefragable, that nothing but
inorane or a determined theological bias
eonld fail to by eonvinesd by them,
The document in which Swavnton wrate at
the dietation of St Simon Stoek wis, as we
have seen, preserved in the arehives of the
Carmelites at Bordeaux, and printed for

the controversy arose which the enemies ot
the  Carmelites  stirred  up tinst  the
Scapular,  Father Cheron was Prior of the
Convent, and though we have no particulars
of his lite, yet the fact of his eleetion by
his religions brethren to this important
oMice, is sutteient proof of the high esteem
in which he was held. Our adversaries
vould have us belieye that this document
never existed at all,  They would have us
aceept the utterly improbable, the ludi-
erous, hypothesis, that o  distinguished
min, high in his ofies in hisorder, or one
of his fellows, forged this manuserint nars
rative, and that it has heen aceepted from
that day to this by the Christian world, has
beren quoted over and over again, approved
hy Popes, sanctioned by Roman eongregas
tions, spread abroad among the faithtul by
written documents, and by continual sere
mons and exhortations, although all the
while it was a fraud and imposture,

L Carm..pars 2. p 20 N . %6, The work

annes de Ciminetho was printed at Venice in

wlwm Magnuwm Ovdinis Cavmelitani, fol, 30
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