THE CANADIAN MISSIONARY LINK.

framed their instructions to the missionaries and esti-
mated ‘their ordinary expenses. Tho style of living is
genorally in accordance with those 1nstructivns and
within the designated appropriations, And it is perfectly
woll known to all im,o”igent contributors, for it is de-
soribod and illustrated over and over again, in our mis-
uiolmr{vuddrunes and publications.

3. hethor or not their style of living should be
called luxurious deponda wholly upon our definition of
that word, and upon other atyles with which we compare
it. Everything tn such mntters is relative. Compared
with the nativesin all Eastorn countries, cur missionariea
do undoubtedly live in luxury. Compared with European
and American merchants and oflicials in thuse countries
they do not. Tho casual observer might not distinguish
botwuen the British officer in India and the missionary
They both are well dreased, well housed and well fod.
That is evident. But if you compare the expense of
living, you will find that the former sponds 85000 or
210,000 a year, and the latter, perhaps, 81000. This is
often overlooked.

4. Somo unreasonable and unsympathetic travellers have
roported that missionartes live like nabubs ; keep ser
vants, horses and carringes, and fare sumptuously every
day, far botter indeed than the average contributor to the
Board, who ignorantly supposes that his missionary s
undorgoing the groatest privations all* the time. The
inference 18 that wemnust call for a reform, and order our
agents to epend less money, to * live wore like the peo
pfe among whom they labor,” and to make those com-
mendable sacrifices which harmonize so woll with the
nams of a mssionary. Some critics 1n England are even
demanding that celibacy should be required as being a
less oxpensive and more officient moans of propagating
the guapel.

i Beforo ymning in this cry,,lot us vurselves critically
ingpect vur own well-tried and long-spproved methads,
and see whother reason or oxperience require any radical
change to avoid the charge ng}]uxury, '{'hnl charge must
relate to one or more of the following details, viz , the
house the missionary lives in, the clntging he wears, the
food ho ents, the servants he employs, the cunveyance ho
uses, tho vacation he geta, or in genoral the married lifo
which is permitted him  And, in the last analyes, the
whole question, to n practical man, must turn upen the
salary which is paid.

(1) Weo havealways provided that the missionary should
have a decent house to live in. This we cousider essential
to his health, comfort and officiency. But such & house
na ho needs puts him far sbove the Asiatic and the Puoly-
nesian. Do the critics know what they are saying, when
they ask that our missionaries should ' live as the na-
tivesdo 7" That means in a dingy, smoky hut, witha
cow, donkoy, fowls and vermin for domestic companions.
How can the preacher of a pure religion, which requires
that he keep himself ** undefiled, " confarm te the filthy
usages of Oriential natives | No, we send our representa-
tive to teach those poor people how to live ns well as how
to pray. We want to show them s Chriatian house ar well
as n Christian Bible. In fact,the Bible will soon create the
house, if we do not.  Such a house may be of any style
you please, but it mny have rooms adapted to the com-
mon necessities of onting, sleeping, hathing, studying,
sud, perhaps, teaching and preaching. It must have a
thick roof to keep out the sun nng rain ; and in hot
countrios, s wide veranda and spacious grounds, if pos-
sible, for air and shade trecs and a few flowers, and very
likely, also for schools, hospitals or orphanage, all under
the eye of the missionary, and enclosed by a suitable wall.
You may tako down your walls as much as you like in
Ameriga, byt you dare not do itin Turkey or China.
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(2) We certainly want our missionaries to wear proper
clothing. But if they lived *"like the natives ~ they
would often wear nothing but a waist-cloth and turban.
Bhould we want them to do that? Are not personal
clennlinesa and self-respect a part of our religion, where-
evor we live 7 In truth the matter of clothing seems
moro expensive than it really 1 in the Kast. Our mis-
sionaries often dress 1n white tiannel which 18 very be-
coming and very cheap, and easily wadhed for a trifle.
The cork or pith helmet in considered n great protection
from the sun, and they all wear 1t just as other fureign-
ers do. It may seem a luxury in the eyes of a cocley,
but it is nothing more uor less than a necessity for the
men of our race in that chmate.

(3) The missionary 18 expected ta provide an abun-
dance of gond and nourishing food for himself and family.
But this costs money  He cannot live on ricealone, and
that ofton is s dear that millions of Hindoos and China-
men eannot afford it and have to be content with cheaper
grains like millet and rorghuw  Manyarticles of food, such
as our poople require, have to he ohtained from Kuropo or
Amorica,  Inna certain sonse they are luxuries, just ns tes
and eoffeo and sugar are Juxuries to us  Yet most civil-
ized people call rEem necossaries, and use them freely.
Shall we grudge the missionary i American flour and
butter, his (iregon salinon, and Chicago baconf he craves
them, as he certainly does whon he win a healthy work-
my condition ! Hig wife will probahly have some delica-
cien, perhaps the ift X kind friends, reserved for some
spocial neeamon, lihe an hnnual g of the mission,
or the visit of some stranges,—Hew unkind, how unjust,
1 such a stranger to go uwnfv and report that themiasion-
ary livea luxuriously, has elegant table service, and rare
dishes nod many courses, when the fact 1 that the table
at which he wasa guest was furmshed in quite an excep-
tional way, with those articles which had heen carefully
kept perhiaps since the wedding-day n the dear home-
land, and were brought now as a mark of caurtesy to the
welcome visitor © Ordinanly the herald of thecross in
thase lands atudies economy 1n hus food as 1n everything
vise Hehas to, and he wanta to.ss & matter of principle,
wherever he might happen to hive © But pray lot im not
starve humself or his children  We neversent him out to
do that. If we listenod to the critica and required ouar
brethren to avord the appearance of luxury by adopting
the native practice, let us ses for n moment what such a
menu would be  Bean-curd soup, rotten tish, hotled sea-
weed, fricassee de bow. wow, rissoles of donkey, and, in
sume mistionary lands, lizacds, anakea and vaggots

(4) Asto servanta.  In order that the umssinoary and
his wife may have as much of their time as possible Lo
dovote tn the utlicial work for which they were sent, we
have always advised them not to burden themsclves per-
sonally with the heavy work of housekecping, but to em-
ploy native labor i the matter of cooking, washing,
awoeping, stabling, etc., and when wo know that ser-
vants can be had for ten, tive and even three conta, a day,
and board thomselves, we think wo shall continue to give
the same advice. Yet, it 18 said, many of our givers at
home do their own work and could not afford to hire aser-
vants.  Very likely. But that is not the point. The
question i8 not whother the missionary shall work hard,
but what kind of work he shall do. Shall it be cooking
food, or preaching the guspel? He cannat du buoth, which
shall it be 1 |

(b) As Lo equipage. (lur missivnaries yenornlly have
some kind of conveyance to ride in when they go on their
preaching tours from village to village, and when they
inspect schocls or visit the sick. These conveyance vary
acoording to the locality. There are bullock-bandies,
pony tongas, ekkas, gharries, saddle-horaes, house boats,




