Q

/ /
26 John Henry .\’cu*néz_n/.)

man felt keenly that he was virtually challenged to prove his honesty bhefore the
world, and with much-pain, we doubt not, to his sensitive and retiring nature, he
steps forth from the cloister and, we fully believe, in as conseientious a sparit as St.
Paul or us Socrates gives us his Ipoloqm pro Vita sua.””  The castigation his
opponent receives is ‘a0t excessive cither in the number of the stripes or thewr seve-
rity, ‘considering how wantonly Mr. Kingsley had assailed him, and s most un-
clerical violation of thme principles of fair play which alone prevent the so called
‘liberty of the press’ from becoming an abuse and a tyranny.  Should his chas-
tisement induce the socialit divioe, the popular movelist anld the professor of
Maodern History at Cambridge to be more charitable and less hasty in his iterpre-
tation of other people it will Tave been of ‘service to hum mor:u/q ~hould 1t Jead
him tw a careful study of Logie, a science excluded from the cumienlum of his
Unmiversity, it will have proved ax pood to him mentallyy  For oursclves alvi —for
all. indeed. who are thinking for themselves, and endeavouring to thak wright, amid
the perplexing controversies of the time, Dr Newman's  Apologea mag be of vast
service 1 both these senses. It is a representative book. and s author i~ as we
shall more and more percéive as we contemplate hum. a representatve man.  But
let his own words esplain the motives of his thus laying bare hix inward history to
the world: - He.” (Mr. Kingslev.) he says. * had a positive idea to illuminate
hiz whole matter, and to stamp it with a form and to quicken it with uu interpreta-
tion. He called me a liar.—a simple. a broad. an intelligible. to the English
public a plausible armignment.”  Again: * Yes, T said to myself, lns very question
is about my meaning: * What does Dr Newman mean?’ It pornwd i the very
rame direction as that into which my musingz had turned me already  He asks
what [ miean: not about my wonls, not about my arguments. not about my actions,
as his ultimate point, but about that living intelhgence, by whuelh 1 write, and
argue. and act.  He asks about my Mind and 1ts Beliefs and 1tx Seatiments ; and
he shall be answered.—not for his own sake. but for mine. for the sake of the
Religion which T profess, and of the Priesthoud in which I am unworthily in-
cludad. and of my friends and of wy foes, and of that general public which consists
of neither one nor the other. but of well-wi~hers. lovers of fairplay. sceptical cruss
questioners, interested inquirers, curious lookerson. and simple strangers, uncon-
cerned vet not careless about the issue. . . . T recognized what I had to do.
though I shrank from both the task and the exposure which it would entail |
rust. 1 said, give the tone key to my whole hfe; T must show what T am that it
may be seen what [ am not. and that the phantom be extinguishel which gibbers
instead of me . . . 1 will draw out, as far as may be. the hstory of my
mind , 1 will state the point at which 1 began. in what external sugze<tiun or acei-
dent each opimon had its nee. how far and how they were developed from within,
haw they grew, were molified, were combined. were in colhision with each other,
and were chaneed , again, how I conducted myself towards them. and bow, and
how far. an fur bow long a ume. I thought I could hold them eonsistently with
the ecclesastical engngements which [ had made and with the pwition which I
filled -

A review of Dr Newman's ** Apologia’ has no greater share in the purpnse
of the present Essay. then a criticism of the controversy between its author and Mr.
Kingsley.  The book has indeed been reviewed by evers journal of any literary
standinz and the result has been favourable in every instance, we telieve, both to
the moral boneaty and the logical power of Oxford’s gifted and lamented son.
Qur purpose is rather to shew, from a survey of Dr. Newman's Lfe and writing,



