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Our Contributors.

THE RELIGIONS OF T11E WORLD*

BY FIDELIS

It is only within recent years, and to a
great extent through the influeace of Prof.
Max Muller, that the study of Comparative
Religion has received anything like the
attention it descrves. The beliefs which
have nourished the religious life ot so many
millions of our fellow men should have a
profound interest for every lover of humaa-
ity, especially to believers in that Holy
Gospel which came to earth heralded by the
proclamation of “good-will to men." As
Max Muller lately observed in an article in
the Arena, the Parliament of Religion held
at Chicago, in 1893, was an * epoch-mak-
ing " event, unparalleled in the history of
the world, and tending greatly to promote
among the nations an intelligent interest in
religions other than their own, We are
apt to appreciate the gain in this respect to
the votaries of other religions much more
thaan to ourselves, Yet, in our own day, it
is of special importanc: that Christians
should have some intellgent knowledge of
the other great bistorical faiths, lest they
fall into either of two exiremes—on the one
hand that of contemptuous'y ignoriog other
religions and the troths which they contain,
or, on the other, zealously put belfore us by
popular and plausible wri ¢rs—thas pointed
out by Principal Grant in the introduction
to the admurable hittle baok before us:

“ When a reagwns are considered legiti-
mate products of that faith in an unseen
which is recognized as an essential part of
man's constitution, the tendency op the
part of hasty generalizers is to assume that
Christianity can bave no special claim, and
that the differences between it and other
religions are merely accidental. The true
way to meet criticism of this kind is not by
taking up a pharisaic attitude towards other
religions, but by instituting a thorough and
impartial examination and comparison of
all”” And the general reader who would
be sorely perplexed to choose among the
mass of literature recently published on this
great subject, could not do better than take
Principal Graot’s very comprehensive and
suggestive book as an introduction and
guide to the general knowledge which he
sceks. The book is intended, primarily, as
an aid to0 ** guilds ™ and other classes of in-
telligent young students towards some de-
finite koowledge of the subject. The author,
after some valuable general remarks on the
universality of the religious instinct in man,
and the procf it affords of man's bigh dig-
nity and “chiei end"—the basis ot moral
truth which is common to all forms of org-
anized religion, and the general relation be-
tween Judaism and Christiagity—proceeds
to give a general outline of the history and
teaching of each of the great historic relig-
ions — Mobhammedanism, Confucianism,
Hioduism, and Buddhism—with 2 most in-
teresting analysis of the strength and weak-
ness of each, especially as contrasted with
the fuller light of our own holy religion.

The chapters on Mohammed and Mo-
bammedanism are specially interestiog to
those who have often been puzzied by * the
strange spectacle of a religion coming ioto
being in the clear light of day.” The found.
er of no religion has been so persistenily
misunderstood as the founder of Islam.
Carlyle said, evea in his day, tbat, in the
geueral opinion, Mohammed * was simply a
scheming impostor, and bis religion a mis.
erable piece of spiritual legerdemain.”
Aaud there are probably many who think so
still, To such we would commend what we
believe to be the true picture, given by Dr.
Grapt, of the caraest contemplative youog
enthusiast—of his years in the solemn
solitudes of the desert—like another Elfijab
or John the Baptist, absorbed in meditation
on great unseen realitics, of his disgust with
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the idolatries and crude religious concepe
tions of the surrounding tribes, with their
debased Judaism or perverted Christianity,
of his self-consecration to the worship of the
true God, as he was enabled to conceive
Him, of his faithfulness to his convictions
and self-imposed mission in the face of
danger and persecution, and of the depart-
ure or Hegira to Medina, where he was to
find refuge and promulgate the tenets of the
new religion, declining, however, from the
original purity of his life under the insidious
influences of power and prosperity. As re-
fards the wonderful rapidity with which the
pew religion spread itself through Asia
Minor, Southern Europe and Northern
Africa, and the vitality it has since main-
tained, Dr. Grant's explanation meets the
conditions of the problem and will satisfy
most thoughtful readers. We can only
quote a sentence or two, but this will sug-
gest its lives :

“The Jew refused the guidance of his
own prophets who would have led him to
the Christ ; and the Christian severed the
truth of Jesus from life, forgetting that the
eternal meaning of His name is that He is
the Lord of this world, (hat His rule extends
over it, and that His kingdom is to be in
deed as well as in creed, in power and not
in barren profession. Mohammed was
quite sure that this world is God’s world,
that God is its sovereign, that man's place
in it is to be a servant of God, and that he
had this message from God to deliver to his
countrymen, and to all men. Christeadom
will fail in attracting Mohammedans until it
re-asserts this message with apostolic
power, and is also true to the special princi-
ples of the religion of Jesus, as Mohammed-
anshavebeento the truth of the sovereigntyof
God.” Astheadvocates of Islam have, oflate,
come to the front in many directions, it is
well that Christiaus should have some de-
finite conceptions asto both the strength and
weakness of this wide-spread and aggressive
religion.

In the chapters on Confucianism, Dr
Grant takes us over the histery of Confa-
cius, and of the wonderful way in which he
moulded the beliefs and life of the Chinese,
as it would almost seem for all time. He
shows, in a striking way, the centrast be-
tween the matter-of-fact, prosaic Confuci-
us, with his Bepjamin Franklin philosophy,
and the more spiritually.minded Lao-Tse,
whose deeper knowledge of human nature
taught him tbe futility of seeking to change
it by mere external rules of conduct, and
gave him a glimpse of the necessity for a
spiritual regeneration. The doctrinaires of
our own day, who imagine that, by a moze
complete education—andasecular one atthat
~—all the evils of society are going to be weed-
ed out, might gain a needed lesson from this
brief record of the signal failure of the great
experiment of Confucius and its result in
the present moral condition of the Chinese.
As our author says: * The fact of the fail-
ure of Confucianism is patent. The causes
of its failure are that Confucius based
rsligion oz man, and ignored God. Conse-
quently, he kad only an inadequate concep-
tion of man's real dignity, but alsoa poorideal
for man, while his religion was destitute of
spiritual dynamic. In personal uanion with
God 1s our true dignity and the pledge that
the individual and society shall go on to
perfection.”

Of the complex beliefs of Hinduism, it is
possible, in so small compass, to give only a
bare outline, but 3 connected and coherent
outline will be welcome to maoy :0 whom
Hioduism seems a hopeless chaos of con-
flicting ideas, of transcendental philoso-
ohy and grossestsuperstition. The sketches
of both Hindaism and Buddhism will have
a special interest for many, as giving them
some tdea of the ground in which many of
our missionaries have to work., Buddhism,
as associated with a personality so intensely
interesting and morally attractive as that of
Gautama, will bave a greater interest in
itself, and also because of the propagandist
movemeat going on with much zeal among
a school of modern Buddhists who are en-
deavoriog to restore the Buddhist faith to

its original purity as taught by Budda him.
self, In the chapter on its strength and
weakness, Dr, Grant briefly, but suggestive-
ly, reviews its maoy-sided and sometimes
apparently contradictory developments, and
points out how Christianity meets the needs
of Buddbism, as of every other defective
form of religion, He points out a nceded
moral when he says :

* Spuaking broadly, it may be said that
the Brahmauns oftered wen religion, and
obs‘rvances without morality. Gautama
oftered them morality without religion, and
his system was accepted for a time as the
more reasonable of the two. Yet, while
both have failed, Buddism bas been the
greatest failure ; and its failure proves that
morality cannot be permanent, when dis-
sociated from its root in God."”

We have said enongh to give some slight
idea of the interest and value of the coa-
tents of this useful little book which, terse-
ly and conclsely written, is packed full of
information and thought, and will well stand
two or three readings. Itis, however, small
enough to be read by even the busiest, and
cheap enough to be accessible to the great
mass of readers. Guilds and Missionary
Societies will be greatly benefitted by its
perusal ; and while it is admirably fitted to
widen general knowledge on a most inter-
esting and important subject,it must also,
tend to stimulate 1n Christian Missions that
intelligent and sympathetic interest which is
fully developed only when we gain some
correct appreciation of the modes in which,
in all ages and amid many difficultics, the
human mind has been dimly groping after
God, if happily it might find Him.

REMIT ANENT THE MISSION
FIELD SUPPLY.
BY REV. D. CAMPBELL,

In your issue of January 23cd, page 36,
is a paragraph oa the propased regulation
that students and ministers from other
churches be required to take one year in the
mission field, It is said that opposition will
come mainly from students angd vacaat con-
gregations. There are statements and in,
sinuations made regarding these which do
not appear charitable. The writer of the
paragraph says that ‘‘at bottom the ques-
tion is whether students and vacant con-
gregation rule the Church.” Issuch a state-
ment conceraiog those who up to the pre-
sent time appear to have shown no opposi-
tion to the proposal, and who bave com-
paratively no voics in the ruling of the
Church at all, not premature and unwarrant-
ed? Does the fact that these have httle or
no voice in the ruling of the Church not
claim for them the most honest and liberal
consideration of those who do rule? The
paragraph referred to would also throw sus-
picion on the character or standing of any
student who may in this matter differ from
itsauthor. It claims that ‘“‘the best stud-
ents always carry out loyally . . . the rea.
sonable regulations of the Church ;" and,
again, ** the best students will always be
willing to do what the Church needs to have
done.” The insinuations here do not seem
just. Ifwe examine history we might find
some, not poor men, nor goor students, who
caused no little commotioa by rejecting the
regulations of the Church. The reference
to ‘‘ministers now occupying influential
positions in the Church ** voluntarily giviag
morethan a year to home mission work has
no beariog on the question. There is a
difference between voluntary and compul.
sary service. The mission fields, of the
West at least, are worthy of the voluntary
service not only of a year, but of a life ime ;
and no man deserves to be called a hero, or
laudead for self-sacrifice who would not give it.
1t is the compulsory part that i1s objection-
able. One could easily rendes a service i
love for his Church aand its work, which it
would unman him to give with the feeling
that it was compulsory. Besides we do
not believe that a compulsory work isa
blessing either to the giver or the cause.

[Frn. a7th, 1895,

The insinuation that a minister from
another Church who would not come in and
quietly walk off to a year's work in the mis-
sion feld is not a good man scems ualair,
We know some who have come from other
Churches who have proved themselves good
men on the home mission field. Whether
they would have done so under the proposed
regulation is another question. Ifthere is
any objection to receiving a man from
another Church why not maafully reject
him and not shut him aut by unpleasant
regulations.

We take objection also to the reference
to vacant congreeations who ‘*may have
evicted their pastors.” There are congre-
gations bearing patiently with pastors to
their own injury. It ought to be understood
by thistime that when a pastor ina Presby-
terian congregation is evicted the fault is not
with the congregation. The loyalty of Pres-
byterian people to their pastors deserves no
unkind insinuations.

The whole aigument seems to be : make
the regulations and crush all opposition by
force of authority. If students are not satis-
fied “let them apply any remedy they deem
proper," which evidently means let them. get
out, If ministers from other churches do
oot like it ‘“they can remuin away.” “ The
opposition from vacancies should not be con-
sidered formidable." Crush it. This feels
more like popery than like Presbyterianism
Christianity or common sense, '

We acknowledge the need of supply for
the mission fields, but the proposed regula-
tion seems like the resurrection into spirit-
ual life of the dead custom of hazing, When
a man is licensed he is acknowledged by the
Church to be qualified for the ministry. Is
it right then for the Church to make it com-
pulsory for him, willing or unwilling, to
labor in a particular sphere without placing
all ministers equally under the authority of
the Church courts? Why discriminate
against licentiates. In what capacity is he
to work during the year, asa catechist or
ordained missionary. There are those who
could not accept ordination as an ordained
missionary. They iust then work asa
catechist during the year. Is this just;
This regulation ignores a man’s own con-
viction as to what field he should work ip,
Accordiog to present regulations in one of aur
colleges a student is almost under the neces-
sity to spend a year out before entering
theology. This should be taken into con-
sideration.

Nelson, B. C., February 71h, 189;3.

4 REMONSTRANCE.

MR. ED110R,~1a a recent issue of your
paper appeared a letter from the Supertnten-
dent of Missions in which were a few things
not altogether tco complimentary to our
students. Iun the begiouing of the letter we
were led to believe that the graduating
classes of our colteges are more busily en.
gaged in seekiog puipits than o attending
to their more immediate duties. This every
fair-minded person will observe is anything
but a true 1epreseatation of what is the real
state of the case. A few, whose position ia
their classes has always been that of a hob-
bling march i the rear, are, for obvious
rcason, thus busying themselves, but the
great body of the studeats have to preach
ther first sermon for a call after their final
cxaminations. Some ucver preach for sach
calls, but the reason is, notthat congrega-
tiops prefer youth to old age, but Lzcause
they prefer competency to incompetency.
Incompetent students have as little oppor-
tumty of obtawning these calls as so-called
“old"” ministers.

That the students as a body arc not op-
posed to beiog drivea for a year on the mus-
sion fields, before hicensure, leads us to be-
hevethat the writer has been misinformed.
When the question of 2 Summer Session was
first mooted 1t was represented that the
students of Manitoba College had unanim-
ously endorsed it and that long before the
watter had cver been brought before them
for constderation. Much was made of this



