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"ORTuoDOXY" 11.1-:101g Silice -:Ot to be a terni Of VCry
loose usage in the roligiotis myorld. Alnîost every party
clainis it, aid almost e;'cry pairty lias it conccded to ihern.
Its tise has becoine so i iicliscr-iniinate that somne do not care
for sceking if. As a party týrmi, it isfrcquîeni !y uscýcl as an-
t agonistie to Uniitnariainism. WVýhen speakiiig of (>ur Triri-
tarian felluov Chri-stians, wc feel no hesitation in givingiitto
theni as such. '9Ve are nlot of thiose who quarrel ab;out.
rncrc t(crins. Ili designating parties, we are gcncrally dis-
poscd to use thuse maines which are least ciènsive to tho
par'des lhernselves.

Yet, w'hen -v comel to seek the precise rne-anig cf this
terni, wc iay discover that it docs niot lie so niear the sur-
face as niu.ny supliose. WJio are the or: liodox? Let a
accoînplished Trinitarian P-rofesser raiswver t ho question;
wve mean Er. Caimpbell, rroL'esscr of Diviinity and Princi-
pal of Mtr iseha-l College, Aberdeen. IlAs to orthodox,
says Dr. C.,"I I should be gkad ti know thec meaning of
the epitiiet. Nothing, you say, can be plainer. The or-
thodox are those -,vlio in religions inatters entertain riglit
opinions. Be it so. Hoîv then is it possible I should know
who they are that entertain rîght opinions, before 1. know
what, opinions arc right? 1rmust, therefore, unqutestion-
ably knowv orthodoxy, before I cari know or judgc who
arc orthodox. Ncow,,to knowtie trttbs of religioni,wh.ich
you, cal orthodox, is the very end of rny criquiries; and

nm I to hegin thicse inquiries on flic prestirnption, that
without auy enqulry I know it alrcady 1if
Thcre is notîiing ubout wh%-ich men ia-ve, bc'en, -.1nl stili
are, more dividecl. It bias been accounted orthodox divi-
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