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to bis attention ly a friend and lie realized their full depth, theN?
kiept ringing in bis cars like the loi/e, /cl!/,lege duat con-
verted St. Aurgu stine. Ile saw that they -weln beyond the Don-
atists, that thiey applied to the Manophysites wvhose sirnila-ýrity ta
the Anglicans hiad startled humi bef*ore. 13v tilese w"ards it w~as
revealed to lm that "the dratia af religion, zandc the combat of
trLlth andi errar ivere ever one and the saine," thiat the Chtirchi bad
ilever cha.-nred in lber treatment of heretics. Looking back mbt
hIe past, lie saw tbat: ini condemning tlie Doîîatists and -\oilopliy-
sites lie conderraned at the saie timie the Anglican bociy af tie izilli
century. B%, the wvords o[ St. Augustine, securzis judic<zt orbiç

Illaum te Yùza Media tumibled into natbingness.
Previous ta 1839 Newman based bis position on antiquity,

but whien hIe Via Meldia collapsed, lie shiitedl ta Ille position hield
by niost Protestants, a inerely negative position wvbich co.nsists in
bringing, charges against tlle Romlan Churcbi or dleclaring it imi-
passible ta iain a Church wbiich lias tolerateci% nsa ;ny corruptions
as tbey suppose Ramie ta blave done. Thus placed, Newmian tells
las that, lie was <-very nearly a pure Protestant "-a nie, which,
aibove ail others, lie despiseci.

\Ve nowv conie ta the itirinziý point of the Mavemient, the
plublica-tionl, in 1841, af the fanious Tract 90. The Tractarians,
foilloingiý- out. the spirit of I'eble's 1--ia car-, wisbied ta ini-
ve.st the Anglican Cimnrch with the bemitie-q ai CatUaoliclsnm. As
iveli migbit they blave tried ta clothea lbear in linen and sillk. That
shie %vould bave none of iliese orjinents he Aniý-icatn Cbutrcli
clearlv sbawed bv lier reception of Tract no.

he occasion af ibi< Tract ivas tlîe inipettuosity of sanie af tbe
advaniced follawers of Newmnli pre-emlinent z-iîongty wbonm was
XXilliami George \Vard. Thlese nien declared iliat ile only con-
dition on wvbicl thev' could reilain Anglicans, 'vas that if. sboulcl
he sbio.vn to xhlm ilat ibecir ;îcceptance ai the Tlirîv-niine Articles
was not incansistent: with their sv,.mpatily for Roman Catheflicisml.

Nemnlîad been enjoined by bi-, bi shop to 'Keep these nien ini
order, lience lie coaîsidered if. bas duty to mieet, and cercome their
objection ta the Articles. This %vas the prirnary object ot tic
Tract, but besides this lie bad a second;ary motive, the fiindiing-and
remnoving, as much as possible, UIl divergence betlveen tlie creeds


