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that we fiud the root of religion ? The study of Christianity in particu-
lar-recognized by Regel as the absolute formn of religion-forces us to,
this conclusion. Its fandamental idea is that of the divine redeniption
of man frôtu evii to goodness and to God. Its process is not one which
eau be delineated by any lo>gie, or scheme of catagories, even the
flegelian. Accordingly we find that Hegel's account of Christianity,
erupties it of its real content, ignores or at Ieast fails fully to appreciate
its Itindamental, ides, and sublimates its historical elernent. It is in
short on a priori construction of Christianity on the limes of the Hegelisu,
philosophy, rather than a faithful and candid interpretstion of Christian-
ity itself. Perhaps what is needed at present, far more than such
general Ilphilosophies of religion," is a syrnpathetic and comprehiensive,
or in a word philosophical, study of the leadingy ideas of Christianity1
in tlieir relation to one another sud1 to, the needs of the religious man.
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