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ity and tiiversality, of tuie religions eleîiient iii inan. I-le perceives the
fundamiental character of religion ; iii the analysis of its forilnspsychiologi-
cally, lie perceives hiow it perineates hunîiianity. Thus as a thinkier and a
philosophical studenit of the human soul, lie gains a f undamnental conviction
whichi is of immense importance to iiiii practical wvork.

But there is a stili more practical resuit, for, «as lie organizes and arranges
the religions facts and forces of the soul, lie is preparing himself to enter
into mental syînpatlîy vitli the religions nature of blis brother mian wvherever
]le finids hlini. Hie possesses the secret, the deepest, miost hiddenl secret of
tie religions nature of imii whli lie llopes to in for Chirist. Benleath thîe
foriii lie knows hlow to lay hiold of the feeling, the thgliç,t, the inniost

pIIiratioIi. I-le understands the contents of the religrions consciousniess, the
attitude of the spirit. iIow nîany mlistakes lie niay avoid, into, whichi those
b)efore Iimii have faflen by thieir ignorance and want of adaptability

Tliiril, ini the highiest sphere of Comparative Religion the results inay bo
tolio(It Lo bo inlucll less practical and usef ul. This is not so certain. Tliat
~vhicli is farlliest f romn the surface is nearest tho centre. It inay be thonglit
to be of donibtfutl utility tliat the mnissionary student slhouldl trace the doc-
trine of "sinl" in its presence tliroughout ail religions or'conld forinîlate ini

single coinprehiensivc stateinît tue uîeaning of sacrifice as it lias appeared.
in thie -vorld'ls religion s. But, after ail, thiis superficial judgnient is far froni
being. true. leroin tlie point of view of the nîissionlary's personality a thor-
OUgÉli conîprehiension of comparative tlieology gives Iimii large syînpatlîy
uitli trutli iii varions formis, a conception of the greatniess of religion, -and,
above al], a securely founided appreciation of the immense supremiacy of the
Chiristiian faitlî. Hie is enabled easily to distiinguish the points of union and
thie elenients of dificrence betwceen varions fornis of the saine religionis
trutît, on the onie, side, or, oni tihe otlîcr side, %vhiat seeni to be siiniiar state-
iiients of religions truthis essentiaily diferent. iJow necessary tlîis is ii Ili-,
rel-ation to sone of Lue oidest aind miost -%videspreaid religions systenîs outsido
CliristiaLnity. Takze the doctrine of " self-sacrifice"- as it appears in primii-
tive Buddhisin. To the unitr,-inied reader thie sinîilar langçuagye iii whicli
Chiristianity and Bi3dhlisi clotlie their thiougylits 111)01 tiiis subject is hiable
to be confusingbtwinonyisgn deeper into the comparisonl Lhaîî
nere words ivill carry.hu, hoe is able to sec that there is a1 Nvorld of differ-

ence between the selfishiness of I3uddhîist self-sacrifice and the self-abulega-
tion. of the goîliniie Cliristian.

And we even go so, far as to say that iL is iot moire subjective benefit tlîat
the nîissionary derives from these Ihigli themes. I-lis -mmork is made mnore
effective. and fair-rcacingc Lhoreby. Thiis statenient nîay miot be so cîcar in
r<'-lation 1-o the lower forums of licatiienisîn. Yet it is certain tlmt only by
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