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N this study I wislx t.,ý rtei'r to wlIat seulils to nie to be the tw(>
ggrrat truthis whicbl the teaiîwi( (if Eiliersoun bias imnipressedl

on1 tis age. Tiere is not iiiuch space for a liioraph)lical sketchi,
thogh islife is very ilnterestilng. ospecialIy that part wiuicli

shows the course of blis views- ou religrionî, froili the timle -%vl he. 
eut awvav froiii bis e:u'iv ilnorimgs ini VUitarianlisîn, titi be cldrifte1
SoUmeWh(?re into the i )solute. Mr. Hjoit Huttoll, on the otller
baud. i1,d uls ilu i essax s aIl inistrucetive colntrast, 1hy the
hlistory of blis change froîî iiains to a granîder spiritul-
ality thanl E nîersolu's.

XVe are curions to) knlow the st4iges of suecb ail unlîluon111
psyceholoýgical or spirituai developnîent, as Exuiers. )il'> May it uîot
hiave iteeî tbat, as ini the case of Mal;ttll(w Arnio: *Tle relilis or
blis later religions lire are to lie ioun<1 in tbe atmosplt're in wbi;chl
bie wa rougbit Up ? Is not the saine dleiismn, Nwhieli afterwardls
debiglted hlmii, clearly disceriile in the vouth deIi iîteil with
)ionitaigule and Swvedeliurg, alid ini the y(Ungr iniister whio (Ab-
jects to the sVml1-i.in of the pubaîuZtlie prayer, ild
miracle!t

lu mailing Emierson the question whielh Nve biave so often asked
ourseix-es again trtsitseif uiponl uis-How Coules it tbiat so
imany of our grezites.t tlîiukers andi writers rject C1îristialuity ?
How is it that a. inan of Einerson's geulius almd purity of chlarac-
ter inisuuiderst-ands andi wvil iîot accept, Nvhat is t) the alverarte
niid the ali-sufficient and only solution of tie pro1 tiîns of life, ?
Th¶le opinion of these leaders of thioughlt is surely of the grcatest


