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BY THE EDITOK-IN-CHIEF.

- A-famous Amcrican orator used to say that he har. ** but fittle fore-
« sight, but plenty of kindsight,”” the latter beineg found very trastworthy.
More than a year ago the Parliament of Religions {ook its place in'!lir»

tory. Them, in common with many, we felt compelied to testify against
the whole scheme, convinced that, at the very basis of it, there lay 2 blan-
der ; and that, without impugning the motives of its originators and abet-
tors, its final outcome must be evil ratlier than good.  Before dismissing
the matter, we cast 2 backward glance {or a true revicw ; and, instead of
istruding merely our own jwlgmeni, Jet others also be heard from this
forum of enlightencd public opinion as {o this altempled amalamation of
the one and only true faith and saving Gaspel with the impericet, iniqui-
tous, idolatrous syslems of so-called “ religion.™

I Puhaps the Parliament of Reiizions was a mistake, first of all, in
" its inadequaic prescntation and representation of Christianily.

Some, who were promolers of the scheme, have since confessed disap-
pointment and cven chagrin that the trie fzith was feebly advocaled, or
appeared to disadvantage, while, un the ather hand. heathenism and vari-

~ ous systems of error are jubilant over their success

There was a natural reason for the disadvaniage at which Christiavity
was placed.  The adverates of these forcigm faiths were speaking to aundi-
encts in which were few who were competent to answer then, and where
o 1eply or rejoinder was allowable.  They were skilfal masters of the art
of presenting the best phases of their systems, and the only way to expose
wophistry, fallacy, or cven falschood, was to have had the other side shown
by equally competent pertics.  Such a course alone was fair to the hearers.
Suppose, for example, the commitiee had provided two men cqually able to
present Buddhism ; onr, if they pleased, its high pricst, the other, onc of
s most intelligent, fzir minded oppenents.  What if Sir Monier Williams
tould have set forth the radical defects of Buddhism, and so offsct the




