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multiplied as they seem to have been. Glanville’s book is of a very
miscellaneous description, and contains many practical receipts.”

1 Since the above was written I have met with a paper by Sign. E. Narducci, read to the
Accademia dei Lincei at Rome, in January, entitled: /miormo ad una Enciclopedia finora
sconosciuta di Egidio Colonna, romano, ed al plagio fatione dall’ inglese Bartolomeo Glanville
(Atti dells Reale Accademia dei Lincei, Serie Quarta, Roma, 1885. Vol L p. 67).
The author describes a vellum MS. in 12mo, written in a very small and contracted hand of
the end of the 13th century, and containing 164 leaves, in the first 121 of which there is a
treatise in seven parts on the heavens, animals, minerals, &c. It concludes: Explicit liber de
progriefatibus rerum. The name of the author has been obliterated, but Narduceci endeavours
to prove that the work was composed between 1281 and 1291—that the author was Egidio
Colonna, and that besides this MS. there are probably a few others containing the same
compilation.

The second part of the paper contains an attempt to substantiate for the first time a charge
of plagiarism of this encyclopedia against Bartholomew Glanville. The author asserts that
in many places Glanville has copied ad /itferam from Colonna and the proofs are as follows :

First—Glanville has distinetly stated that his work is a mere compilation, and that he has
put in very little of his own, and he gives a list of 105 authors from whom he has borrowed,
besides quoting others in the text. Neither in this list, nor in the text does Colonna’s name
occur, and consequently, the author argues, it has been deliberately suppressed,

Secondly—Comparison of the two works displays resemblances which can only be accounted
for by supposing that Glanville actually copied from Colonna. As a proof of this the author
quotes a paragraph de Magnese from each, and prints them in parallel columns for the sake
of comparison,

As to the first argument it seems to dispose of itself; for if Glanville quotes in good faith
every author and does not quote Colonna, the conclusion seems to be not that he stole from
him and did not tell, but that he did not know him at all, and consequently could not steal
from him. The author appears to me to assume the plagiarism and then to interpret Glan-
ville’s silence in the most unfavourable way.

Secondly—Parallel passages are after all the best proof of copying if any such existed.
I have gone with some care over the passage quoted, and I assume that Sign, Narducci has
chosen one that will set the plagiarism in as strong a light as possible.

The paragraph from Colonna contains 51 lines, that from Glanville 42 lines, Of these, 23
lines are identical, simply because they are both using confessedly the same authorities,
namely Isidorus, St. Augustine, and Dioscorides. Of the remaining 19 lines in Glanville
not one occurs in Colonna, and the remaining 28 lines of Colonna which contain a mystical
application of the magnetic attraction are wanting in Glanville. The plagiarism therefore
consists in each of them copying the same authors, and Sign. Narducci should prove that
Glanville took the passages from Colonna and not from the originals. But Glanville's
quotation from Isidorus is longer than Colonna’s.

.I am not concerned much to vindicate Glanville, even if the preceding be not the strongest
evidence against him, but one or two additional points may be mentioned in his favour.











































































