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gotton IlIdeal of a Christian Churchi."
'Fic authorities at Oxford wcere nt last
obliged to act ; they suniiiioncd convoca-
tion to deprive Wird of his deg-ree, whichi
hoe had reccived on condition that hoe
îvould sigyn and hold the thirty-nine
articles. 1'hcy claiied the book %vas
incansistent wvith such suhscriptian and
WVard Irankly -ickniowied-,cd that it %vas.
1-lis defence was ilhat thicy wcerc not onlly
inconsistent withi different parts of the
jîrayer book but also with thocniselves.
It wvas flot W\ard who 'vas at fault but the
îvholo Il illoglica-l iecemlel syStCill"
But aniidst this strange anionial y and
incansistency there hiappens ta bc one
pioint. on which Uihe Anglican Chutrchi
speaks c1early. "' Thc Church of Rome
lias errcd," and it %vas just iii tliis crring
body lie li-id found biis ideal. At ]lis
trial lie %v'as allowcd ta defend iiinisclf,
and tiioso %vho hucard liim dcclarcd ]lis
speech to bc a nîasterpicce, during, whichi
lie repeaied several Uinies, ', I believe Il
wlîiolc cycle of Roiin doctrine." iThus
deficd, nothing reniaincd for Ille O\fordl
auttuorities to do hut to condemnl thc book.
It %vas in Il unonîli of Scl-temiber, iS45.

Those who have followcd stcp by stel)
the strugglcs of Mr. mVr'snind %vill iii
sonie sense utîderstand the newv %orld
tluat iiow apcn-ied up bcforc inii. lie wvas
aliways willing ta have a icld of action
irked out for liini and to avoid for-

bidden £:rounid. mFic quicksand of Angli-
can Churcu authority stifled inii. It
lisoivncd itnfaillibility yet it clainîcd obedi-

ence. It said wce niay wvrong, but you
mîust tlîink we arc righlt. Thiere was no
finality ini such a. position. It left every-
Uiing unscttled and a thousand questions
urianswered. mieî idea, hiowcver, of
certain nuatters dccidcd hy autliority on
whiclî detailed questioning ivas forbidden,
1'etamse Ic autlîority was infallible sup-
ported luini. It nîartikced out his sphicrc
anîd left liiîu freedoni ini that sphere.

During tic scvcîî years thiat followcd,
luis conîversion, W'ard tauglit tîeology ta
UIc students of St. E diund's College, neair
Olci Hall. '[bat uc 'vas qualifïcd. for this
ail important charge niay bc seen (rani
Il following tribute frouîî 17athier 0'Rcilly,

UIl Jesuit thueologian. «I For breadt1h,
deptu and tihorougliness of thecological
reading or knowledge, I liave never met
Ilir, equal2 ' Ward bcgan blis grentest workz

-s a Catlîolic laynîaiî ii '1862, wlîen lie
assurnd thc cditorslîip of UIl Diebliin
leeview at the earnest request of Cardinal
iMauîning. He lias statcd tlîat ill articles
îassed under tlle judgnient of thrce cen-
sors, %vlo wvere chiarged tu examine tlieir
bcaring on faith, niorals and ecclesiastical
prudence. Frani the tinie lue ur,.idetook
thue office of edîtor, lie thurew hinîself inz,
it as thue îork and way in wlîicli as a lay-
mian lie %vas ta serve the church. H-e
contributed ta it nat only lus talents and
aIl lus tinie, but also largo imcans for its
support. lie possesscd an inteilectual char-
actcristic rarcly to be found-an abso-
lutelly fearleqs rcasoning out of îîrinciples,
widiout ever allawvingr sentiment ta stand
iii his way. Mis %vlhole nîind, ever busy
iii studying the intellectual wvasts of
Catholics, and always on tie alert ta de-
fcend truth and assail error, found expres-
sian iii its piges. Suclu uvas tie Diib/in
Ievicit during sixteen years. 1-lis iras a
case of aIl but tlle identity of an editor
wlth luis periodical. Hlis wanderful intel-
lectua.l powers and Vivacity of mmlid in-
pressed upon Uie îçcîrk a domnianît cha-
racter which, whilc rciidcring thie R~k
unintcresting, for thc general ity of readers
added nîuclî to its ;ntrinsic value, for thle
articles if iîat as varicd, lbh and interest-
iÎîg. as are gencteially so glit for, îvere,liow'-
ever scriotis, solid, and of cnduring, mli-
partance. If wc %would appreciate at its
truc value Ille great service tlîat Dr. WVard
lias rcndeî-ed the Çathiolics of England,
%-c mîust realize UIl miany dangers to
%vliichi tlîy werc exposed by ilheir pecuiliar
position, for it iras to combat tiiese dan-
gers tlîat lie labored inccssantiy. J ust a few
years before, in 1829, tlle Emiancipation
Act luad launclîed Catholics upon thiat
widc ivasie af la\ity iii thcory and practice
known as freedoi of thoughlit, wliichi uow
rei-ied supremîi ii lEngland. It is fool-
isliness ta dcny that thuis olîencd up iîany
dangers w'hicli foricrly did tiot exisî.
Frolii tic tinie of the so-callcd Rýeformna-
lion inUil ovcr fifty years ago UIl Englishi
Ça-th3ilics were dcprived of ail colle-es and
scliools. and wcre consequcntly obligcd ta
seek hliglier education for h)ricstliood and
laity on Ilue continent. If this separaition
frail Il political and Social life Of duleir
native- Lanud nlarrawcd tiueir range of
tluouglit, it preserved ini a singular manner
the unity of UIc faitlî, and. Ille intellectual
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