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minute .and particular.. In ordor to
narrato the doings of Prior: Richnrd in
the 13th century, ho took us back to
Magiovintum, a Roman town of the
ora before Christ. "This was certainly
laying a firm foundation for Prior
Richard’s rule, and we- appreeiated it
accordingly. In due course we found
that Prior Richard was Prior of Dun-
stable in Bugland, somewhere about the,
year 1205.° Prior Richard, you sce
Was getting a local habitation and a
name.  For a time our authoy confined
himself to facts, and so long all went
“morry as a marringe bell.”™ We fult
2o reason to doubt our author’s Jacts.
Indeed, his having taken.us back .io
Magiovintum, and the days before the
Christian era, was prima facie evidence
of theil accuracy. Magiovintum gave
us a certain jaith in his facts. Soon,
however, owr author began to vevel in
that luxury of authors, deductions from
facts; and then, alas! our faith was

sYudely shaken, for wo found that he
indulged too freely, in fact, wo may. say

- anuch-too freely. ~Like Falstaffs lunch
his deductions wore “too, mueh bread for
80 unconseionable a little saclk”

The first deduction which startled
our faith, was . the one that Richard
when he became Prior of Dunstable,
must have been young, because he had
only yet reached the grade of deacon,”
.Thiswe felt was inaccurate with the
inacemacy of ignorance, ‘and our es.
teem for. our author declined accord-
ingly. - The fact of a mouk heing only
Feta deacon, is, certainly, no proof. of
youth, since many monks are known to
have died at an_ extreme old age ' hav-.
ing yet ouly reached the reade - of
.deacons.” * Not only Priors.%
Cardinals (teste Antonelli) have died
only deacons, This, however, is a minor
point, and is valuable, perhaps, only in
as. much as it wes the first deduction
which caused us to look with distrust
upon our awthor. e drew the salt.
.cellar nearer to ug and proceeded with
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... Prior Richard, wag no less a person-

. -age than Richard de Morins, one time a.
:young:canon of Merton, but who, after-|.

“.wards as Prior Richard of Dunstable, |
“Played mo. inconsiderable .part : in -the
~English history of .England’s Kings,

L noteworthy mem-

our author says: AU

“There can be no doubt, that. the profes:
sion for which Richard de Morins wag best
suited, was law rather than divinity ; thab
he wasa ¢lever man of the world ;" that he
had two great objects constantly in 'view—
the aggrandizement at ajl rieks “of the mon-
astic “establishment with which he was
identified, and the grntiﬁcution of his own
pride und vainglory.®

Theso are grave asscrtions to be
brought against any monk's character,
let alone against one of Prior Richaid's
reverend and exalted station. Tiot us
examine them. Primo—DRichard .do
Morins, was best fitted for lmw than
divinity, (and had thercfore © missed
his vocation.”) Secundo : ho was “a
clever mun of the world" and, therefore,
by implication, not fit for a monastery.)
Tertio; ho had two great objects con-
stavtly in view—the aggrandizement of
his monastery at all risks, and the grati-
fication of his own pride und-vainglory.
One would have supposed . that this

ory. . Iu his estimate.of. Prior Richard,

estimalo of  Prior Richard’s character; -

» | would hawe been. arrived at from over-

whelming documentary evidonce, and
would be  sustained by overwhelming
proof. - . No such thing. 'On the contrary,

what proof is offered is of tho flimsiest.
Behold it:

‘< The: evidence to his character has been
left us under his own hand, for, no sooner
had he beconie Prior of Dunstable, than he
began two records which appear not to have
existed in the monastery before: one. a
chartulary, ‘or register. of the charters and
legal proceedings-of the house; the other, a
chronigle ; and thegrand object of both was to

record.the aclions. of Richard the Prior.
How far this proof sustains the three
propositions it is intended to . prove,

ut even { would be somewhat hard to:determing;

that the anthor himself did nof, think it,
self-sustaining is evidens from tho fact,
that he finds it necessary in orgler to
bolster its weakness, to supplement, it
by an assertion ‘of his own, which ‘af

.once begs the whole question: © the grand

object of both, he asserts, was to record

| the actions of Richard the Prior.” It -

is - astonishing what - strong powors of
dixination some authorshave=sespecial-
ly if they -happen ‘to .he' Protestant
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authors writing upon Catholic subjects,
Tho .grand .object of both."- " Hopw
could any one tell “.the grand: object.of

both," short,of divination? Tho wri
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