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apýpealed to thé good sense and feel ing of the Peoplè'of.Ene~
land against-such criticis m of Miss Nightingale's theology

AMn truly ît was, a -sorry âffa.Ir to ramise any 1questioti
about heterodoxy.of belief where there was such. evident
orthodoxy of ie. Why flot; followth, Saviou r's tesching
and aeýept. the -fruits as the test 1. When 'will cèonvenl-
tional .orthodoxy learn to aocept: the divine Chrîstisinity
of Christ, instead of the dogmatic Christianitye fits creed 1
W. hav.e seen the question -of Miss Nightingale's theology
'opeRled on this aide of the. Atlantic, also, by; an incidentai
statement in one 'of the New York secul1ar newspapers.
The. writer,-appareiitly from sufficient ,knowledge,,otated
that she was a Unitarian. -T his was disputed on ýthe
groands that -she attended au Episcopal .ohurch, and co-
qpezsted with Episcopalians in their worcs of. .charity--.
a statement, which, -we believe, is correct in bolth particu-
lars, while the inference sought to be drawn from it, wais
soon discovered to be unreliiable. It dîd mlot thence fol-
low that she accepted. the three creeds, and 1he thirty-
five articles, It .15 well known that there are- man~y
Uiitarùrn families throughout England and America
w-ho worship in congregation with oth >er .-Ch-ristians, ïn
consequence of. havimg no .church of their .owncom*uni.-
,on.near ai; band. This.is -the case with the Nighrtingale
fa=nIy. -And -with -regard :to -ce-operating -\with iother
Christians iii works of charity, Unitarians wouldbe false
to a-i, tiieir principles if the.y ,declined -to. ýdo so. -- I
Miss NightingaWa~ case .,we Sind .it stated on the authôr-
.ity pf.ý positive knowledge that ishe co-operated in such
worIs with. Roman Cathdlios,' bc>th în, Englaxid tml
.Germay., But we. muot ;net hastîiy infer from, 4Uoi
that. lshe.belçmgs to the ýîýcpe. -Tbe truth: isshe. belSags
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